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MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1978

highlights

CORRECTION

In the highlights for the Friday, December 8, 1978, FEDERAL
REGISTER, the page citation for the SEC document on 1979
wage and price slandards should be comected to read “57596."
The table of contents listing for this document should be
similarly comrected. .

LIQUIDITY REQUIREMENTS
FHLBB publishes a final rule which will free S$2 billion in funds

for mortgage lending; effective 1-1-79 58802
TAXES

Treasury/IRS promulgates final rules on jeopardy and termina-

tion assessments 58815

Treasury/IRS proposes regulations relating to transitional

rules for qualified stock optlions granted after 5-20-76 and

certain options exercised after 5-20-81 58830
LAW ENFORCEMENT EDUCATION PROGRAM
Justice/LEAA announces availability of applications for aca-

demic year 1979-80; deadline 2-26-79 58874
PLANT BIOLOGY AND HUMAN NUTRITION

USDA/SEA issues notice announcing compelitive research

grants (Part V of this Issue) 59030
SWIMMING POOL SLIDES )

CPSC delates portions of its safety standard; revised standard
effective 3-3-78 58813
CAREER EDUCATION INCENTIVE

PROGRAMS

HEW/OE proposes regulations governing financial assistance

to public and private agencies and organizations; comments .

> by 2-1-79 (Part Il of this Issue) 58912

BUDGET DEFERRALS ,

OMB issues report on the Departments of Commerce and
Interior totalling $663.8 million (Part V1 of this issue)
TREASURY SECURITIES

Treasury announces auction of Serles W-1980 and L-1982

notes (2 documents) 58878, 58880
JUNIOR ROTC

DOD/Army proposes to amend its rules to improve readabimﬁ
and update information; comments by 1-19-79....cccccercescereer. 58832

59044

CONTINUED INSIDE




AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK

The followmg agencies have agreed to publish all documents on two assigned days of the week (Monday/

Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). Th|s is a voluntary program. (See OFR notice 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976 )

]

Monday . Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday
DOT/COAST GUARD | USBA/ASCS) DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/ASCS
DOT/NHTSA ’ USDA/APHIS DpT/NHfSA USDA/APHIS
DOT/FAA USDA/FNS 3 DOT/FAA l]SDA/FN§
DOT/OHMO USDA/FSQS _ DOT/0OHMO USDA/FSQS
DOT/0PSO USDA/REA DOT/OPSO USDA/REA
CSA csc” CSA E csc -

" LABOR LABOR
HEW/FDA ) . A HEW/FDA

Documents normally scheduled for publication on a"day-that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day
following the holiday.

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of- the-Week Program Coordinator, Office
of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

NOTE: As of August 14 1978 (:ommumty Semces Administration (CSA) documents are being assigned to the Monday/Thursday
schedule. .

federal register -

4

Phone 523-5240

Area Code, 202

@W"“%,? Published dauy, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on officlal Federal
& Y '._1 ¢ holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services

" Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.8.C.,
Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch.1). Distribution

é"" is made only by the Superlntendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

A

The' FEDERAL Rscxsm provldes a uniform system for making available to the publlc regulations and legal notices Issued

by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having

general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency

documents of public interest. Documents are on file tor public inspection in.the Office of the Federal Register the day before
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency.

The FEDERAL REGISTER will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per tonth or 350 per year, payable
- In advance. The charge for individual coples Is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound.
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington.
D.C. 20402.

There are no restrictions on the republication of material appearmg in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Pl
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE

Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries may be

made by dialing 202-523-5240.

IMPROVING GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS
VA announces regulations which will be under review from
12-18-78 through 6-17-79; comments by 2-16-79 .........c...... 58881
CERTAIN GLOVES AND GLOVE LININGS

- FROM BRAZIL -

ITC announces focus of hearing on 1-9-79 ...vcvcncesccnnens 58873

URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION ACT OF
1964

- DOT/UMTA issues emergency regulations for apportioning
funds and a notice of formula apportionments for urbanized
areas; effective 11-6-78; comments by 2-16-79 (2 docu-
ments). (Part I1i of this issue)
ANTHROPOMORPHIC TEST DUMMIES
DOT/NHTSA proposes to modify the design specifications for
molding flesh parts; comments by 6-1=79.....cccciececsssssorccssssasess 58843
CARGO TANKS :
DOT/MTB issues regulations on location of manhole assem-
blies and cerlification plates; effective 12-18-78.......cccecrsenreeee. 58818
VEHICLES )
DOT/MTB proposes to amend its rules in order to consolidate
the rules and existing exemptions; comments by 1-17-79 ...... 58834
ECONOMY STANDARDS

DOT/NHTSA proposes reduction of 1981 mode! light truck
average fuel and invites applications for financial assistancs;
comments by 1-17-79; applications by 12-28-78........ccsseens 58838

58928

FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS:
Subscription orders (GPO) .....ceceeeeee 202-783-3238 Executive Orders and Proclama- 523-5233
Subscription problems (GPO).......... 202-275-3054 tions.
_“Dial - a - Reg”, (recorded sum- Weekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5235
mary of highlighted documents Documents.
appearing in next day’s issue). Public Papers of the Presidents...... 523-5235
Washington, D.C. .......cccenreunne.e 202-523-5022 Index 523-5235
.Chicago, I 312-663-0884 . -
Los Angeles, Calif woveeree 213-688-6694 | PUDLC LAWSE S
Scheduling of documents for 202-523-3187 LT 503-5082
publication. al
Photo copies of documents appear- 503-5040 Slip Lay.v orders (GPO) ...ccoesvsrossass 275-3030
ing in the Federal Register.”
Corrections 523-5237 U.S. Statutes at Large.........cceerseneeree ggg::zgg
Public Inspection DesK..c.cceeeccnens 523-5215 Index 5035266
~ Finding Aids 523-5227 553-5082
Public Briefings: “How To Use the 523-5235
Federal Register.” . U.S. Government Manual.........ccceeeee 523-5230
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR).. 523-3419 ) .
523-3517 Automation 523-3408
Finding Aids 523-5227 Speclal Projects 523-4534
HIGHLIGHTS—Continued ’

AlIR BRAKE SYSTEMS

DOT/NHTSA amends its standard in order to provide future
direction; effective 12-18-78
NUCLEAR POWER PLANTS

NRC proposes to provide an updated method of construction;
comments by 1-17-79
HAZARDOUS WASTE

EPA proposes rules defining standards for generators and for
owners/operalors of treatment, storage and disposal facilities;
comments by 3-16-79 (Part IV of this issus) ...... - 58946
EPA solicits comments on additional characteristics; com-

58820

58825

ments by 7-1-79 (Part IV of this issue) 58946
MEETINGS—
Commerce/ITA: Importers' Textile Advisory Committee,
2-15-79 58848
MA: U.S. Merchant Marine Academy Advisory Board,
1-19-79 58848

DOD/Armmy: Executive Committee of the National Board for
the Promotion of Rifle Practice, 1-11-79 ..
DOT/NHTSA: National Highway Safety Advisory Committee,
1-9 through 1-11-79
Federal Medication and Conciliation Service: Arbitration Ser-
vices Advisory Committee, 1-18 and 1-19-79
HEW/HRA: Graduate Medical Education National Advisory
Committes, 1-11 and 1-12-79
OE: Career Education Incentive Programs, 12-29-78, 1-6
and 1-12-79

58851
58877

58870
58870

58912
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Nationalr Neighborhood  Reinvestment  Corporation,

12-21-78 .. 58875
NFAH: Media Arts Panel (Production’ Aid/Radio), 1-8 and .
1-9-79 . .. 58875
Opera/Music Theatre Panel, 1-8 through 1-10-79............ 58875

VA: Station Committee on Educational Allowances, 1-1 2-79 58883

-HIGHLIGHTS—Continued

- Part lil, DOT/UMTA

-

SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUE*
Part 1), HEW/OE : .

Part IV, EPA

Part V, USDA/SEA

Part VI, OMB
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58912
58928
58946
59030
59044



AGENCY FOR lNTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT
Rules
Nonmilitary economic develop-
ment training programs,
payments to participants:
Per diem DAyMents ....eeccns
Notices
Committees; estabhshment re-
newals, terminations, ete.:
Research Advisory Commit-
tee

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

See Federal Grain Inspection
Service; Foreign Agricultural
Service; Science and Educa-
tion Administration.

ARMY DEPARTMENT
Proposed Rules
Schools and colleges:

ROTC, Junior Program and
National Defense Cadet
Corps; organization, admin-
istration, operation, and
support

Notices
Meetings:

Promotion of Rifle Pra.ctice,

Natmna.l Board.....eeseeescennie

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL

FOUNDATION
Notices

Meetings:
Media Arts Advzsory Panel.....
Opera / Musical Theatre

Panel

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Notices

All-cargo air service certificate

applications:
Pacific Alaska Airlines, Inc.;
(10 w =161 510 « R,

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION

Notices
Meetings; Sunshine Act .

- COASTGUARD -

Proposed Rules

Offshore oil pollution liability
and compensation; correc-
“tion 3

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT

See Industry and Trade Admin-
istration; Maritime Adminis-
tration; National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration;

. . National Technical Informa-

tion Service.

58893

contents

3
COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION

Notices
Meetings; Sunshine Act ...ccueeenaee
CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY
COMMISSION
Rules
Swimming pool slides, safety
standards
58876 CUSTOMS SERVICE
Rules
Vessels in foreign and domestic
trades:
Barges, non-self-propelled, of
Swedish registry; reciprocal
privileges
Notices
- Antidumping:
Golf cars from Poland ....cceeeees
DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
See Army Department.

EDUCATION OFFICE

Proposed Rules

Career education and incentive
programs

ENERGY DEPARTMENT

See also Energy Information Ad-

ministration; Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission.

Notices

Certification; appearance before
DOE:
Davidson, Ronald C., Dr ...

58815

58832

58851

58875
58875

58893
<

58813

58814

58877

58912

58851‘

-ENERGY INFORMATION ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Data collection forms, discon-
tinuance

58847

58851

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Proposed Rules
‘Waste management, solid:
Hazardous waste, identifica-
tion and listing; advance no-
tice
Hazardous waste gu!dellnes
and standards ...

58833

YTTTTYYS sssee

58946
_ Notices
Environmental
availabllity, ete.:
Agency statements, weekly re-
ceipts {

statements;

59022

58857

’

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Alrworthiness standards:
AIrResearchl c.eeccescccsesscssasscssss 38806
Cessna 58805
DeHavilland ....ccccsciceccreccsncee 38802
Detroit Diesel ....ccocecesccncssaccsnee.. 38803
Grumman American.......ccce.e... 58804
McDonnell DOUgIas ...ccueesessens 58804
Piper 58807

Control zone 58808

Controlzone and transition area 58807
Standard instrument approach

procedures 58811
Transition areas (5 docu-

INENLES) cevercercssssorsssosssasoncae 58807-58810
VOR Federal alrways c..cccceceecaene 58810 .
Proposed Rules
Transition areas (4 docu-

MENLS) cevcvererscnsassansronse .. 58826-58828

VOR Federal airways (2 docu-
MENLS) coceecccnsncrassscscscnccess 08829, 58830

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION -
Notices . N

FM broadcast applications
ready and available for pro-

cessing 58869
Hearings, etc.:
American Telephone & Tele-
graph Co 58861

Meetings; Sunshine Act.............. 58893

Television translator applica-

_ tions ready and available for
processing

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Notices

Meetings; Sunshine Act (5 docu-
IMENLS) .ouvervecaseserressassersscees IG893-58895

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY
COMMISSION

Notices *

Hearings, etc.:
Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co .... 58852
Brooklyn Union Gas Co .......... 58853
-Columbia Gas Transmission

58869

58854

Corp
Columbia Gas Transmission
Corp. et al ....cicceccorsssssennans ... 98854

El Paso Natural Gas Co .......... 58855
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co.

(2 documents)...cececscecessessece 58856
Nevada POWer CO ..cceccssesscsnses 58857
Texas Gas Transmission Corp 58857

Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 docu-

ments) 58895
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FEDERAL GRAIN INSPECTION SERVICE

Notices - '
Grain standards; inspection
points: -

Ohio 58847
FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK BOARD -
Rules L
Federal home loan bank system: '

Liquidity ,requirement of

" members; reductlon....,...: ...... 58802
Notices B )
Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 docu- |

MENLS) wecrrevsrarsasescssssasesses 58896, 58897
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION ’
Notices ;
Meetings; Sunshine Act .....ccccuuee 58897

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND. CONCILIATION
SERVICE .

Notices o
Meetings: . T
. Arbitration Services Adwsory,. .
Committee .......ceuenn. sensesennsensss DB8TO

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH
REVIEW COMMISSION -

Notices ‘ -
Meetings; Sunshine Act ....ccecveree

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
Proposed Rules
Consent orders:
General Mills Fun Group,
Inc.; correction
Notices
Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 docu-
ments)
FISCAL SERVICE
Notices

Surety companies acceptable on
Federal bonds:

; SAFECO National Insurance
Co. :

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE ..

Proposed Rules

Migratory bird hunting:
Seasons, limits, and shooting -
hours establishment ete......

FOREIGN AGRICULTURAL SERVICE -

Rules

Meat import lim1tations e
Australia et al ..o 58801
Nicaragua 58801

. GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION -

Rules

" Property ma.nagement Federal.
Centralized household goods
traffic management .............. 58818

58830

58898

L

vi

58878

¢

- 58845

CONTENTS

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
DEPARTMENT

See also Edication Office;
Health Resources Administra-
tion; Social Security Adminis- |
tration. -

Notices -

Authont'y delegations:

~ Assistant Secretary for Man-

agement and Budget; certifi-
cation of true copies......c.corses
General Counsel et al.; certifi-
cation of true copies.............
Organization, functions, and au-
thority delegations:
* Inspector General Office ...... .. 58871

HEALTH RESOURCES ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Health Serv1ce Areas; designa-
tion: s
" Kentucky ' Health Service
" Area II and Ohio Health
Service Area L.....ceeceenseennee .
Meetings:
. Advisory Committees; Janu-
ary . 58870

INDUSTRY AND TRADE ADMINISTRATION
Notices ) '

Meetings: .
Importers’ Textile Adwsory’
Committee ...ccovccerrceiccnriionane 58848

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See Fish and Wildlife Service;
Land Management Bureau.

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE

Rules - '

Income taxes: -
- Jeopardy and termination as-

58870
588171

58872

sessments 58815
Proposed RuIes ‘
Income taxes: *

Stock options, qualified; tran-. -

sitional rules 58830

..........................

INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
Notices .

Import mvestlgatlons
Gloves and glove linings from
Brazil; hea.rmg R ——

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

Notices

Hearing assignments........ 58883, 58884
Motor carriers::
Temporary a.uthonty applica-
tions ..
Transfer proceedmgs ...............

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT

See Law Enforcement AssisI:-
ance Administration.

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Notices
Outer Continental Shelf:
Oil and gas lease sales; Gulf of
) Mexico 58873
LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE
_ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Law enforcement education pro-
gram applications; avall-
ability .. 58674
MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE
Notices

Budget rescissions and deferrals 59044
Clearance of reports; list of re-
quests 68875

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION
Notices

Applications, etec.:
Lykes Bros. Steamshlp Co,, |
Inc 58648
Meetings:
U.S. Merchant Marine Acade-
my Advisory Board.....e. 58848

MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION BUREAU

Rules .

Shipping container specifica-
tions:

Manhole assemblies and certi-
fication plates on cargo-

tanks, location....ueeie: 58818
Proposed Rules ' T
Hazardous materials table and

hazardous . materials com-

munications regulations,

ete.:

Exemptions, individual; adop- .
 tion for general appli-
' cability 58834

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION

Rules

Motor vehicle bafety standards:
Alr brake systems .. 9
Tire quality grading, uniform;

testing temperature; correc-
tion 58824
Proposed Rules .
Anthropomorphic test dummy;
- specifications modification .....
Fuel economy sfandards, aver-
. age:
Trucks, light;
year

Notices

Meetings: -~
Highway Safety National Ad-

visory Committee ....cciiinni

Motor vehicle safety standards;

exemption petitions, etc: .
- General Motors Corp.; tire

selection and rims, passen-

ger cars ‘

8820

58843

1981 model
58838

58877

58876
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NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC
ADMINISTRATION '

Notices )
Marine mammal permit applica-
tions, efe.: i
Mattila, Davig .....ceceeeenens A 58849
Personius, Robert ....cocvecciranas 58849

* NATIONAL TECHNICAL INFORMATION
SERVICE .

Notices o
Inventions, Government-owned;

NEIGHBORHOOD REINVESTMENT
NATIONAL CORPORATION

Notices

Meetings 58875

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION
Proposed Rules - v
Production and utilization fa-
cilities; domestic licensing:
Codes and standards for
nuclear power plants ......coeeee

SCIENCE AND EDUCATION
ADMINISTRATION

Notices .

Grants:

Plant biology and human
nutrition

58825

59030

CONTENTS

" SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE

COMMISSION
Notices
Meetings; Sunshine Act....cceeneeee 58898
SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION
Fiules

Old-age, survivors, and disabil-
ity insurance:
Retirement test; correction.....

STATE DEPARTMENT .

See Agency for International
Development. -

TEXTILE AGREEMENTS IMPLEMENTATION
COMMITTEE

58814

"Notices

Cotton, wool, and man-made
textile products:
Philippines

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

See Coast Guard; Federal
Aviation Administration; Ma-
terials Transportation Bu-
reau; National Highway Traf-
fic Safety Administration; Ur-
ban Masass Transportation Ad-
ministration.

58850

- TREASURY DEPARTHENT

See also Customs Service; Fiscal
Service; Internal Revenue
Service.

Notices
Notes, Treasury:
1-1982
‘W-1980

" URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION

ADMINISTRATION

Rules A
Accounts, uniform system, and
records and reporting sys-
tem: b
Urbanized areas; reporting re-
quirements ..........

Notices

Apportionment formulas; ur-
banized areas ....c.csscsccsossnsecee .

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Meetings: -
Educational Allowances Sta-
tion Committee ....cueevrecncaeee
Regulatory agenda; semi-
annual

esveer
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58935

58883

. 58881



list of cfr parts qffe'ctc—;d in this issue

published since the revision date of each title.

The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today’s lssue, A
, cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month.
A Cumulative Ust of CFR Sections Affected is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected by documonts

L

¢

7 CFR »

16 (2 AOCUMENLS) cvvevunerrresssssenienen,

10 CFR

PrROPOSED RULES: :
50 . 58825

12CFR - o

523 58802

14 CFR

39 (7 documents) ........c....... 58802-58807
71(8 documentts) .. 58807-58810

58801

97 - 58811
PROPOSED RULES! o

71 (6 documents)......... 58826-58830
16 CFR - B .
1207 A 58813
PROPOSED RULES: -t .

13 59930
19 CFR

4 ) . ' 58813

s

20 CFR | .
404 , 58814
22 CFR o
205..... 58815
26 CFR - S
301. = . 58815
PROPOSED RULES:

1 . 58830

32 CFR !

PROPOSED RULES: i R
542 58832

33CFR .

Pnorosm'Ri‘mm: e
130 58833
131 58833

40CFR Coe

PROPOSED RULES: -
250 (2 documents) ...... 58946, 59022

*

41 CFR -

Ch. 101 658818

45 CFR

PROFPOSED RULES! ‘
161 58912
161a 58012

49 CFR

178 58818

571 (2 documents) .....coeueee. 58820-58824

575. 58824

630 58028

PROPOSED RULES:

172 58834
173 658834
178 58834
533 58838
572, 658843

50 CFR
PROPOSED RULES: }
20 58845

reminders

(The items in this list were editorially-compiled a5 an aid to FepEraL REGISTER users. Inclusion or exclusion from this lst has no legal
significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

viii

_ Rules Going Into Effect Today

" DOT/CG—Port  security regulations  up-

date. 53426; 11-16-78
HEW/FDA—Establishment of good manufac-
" turing practices for the manufacture, packing,

storage, and installation of medical’ de-

vices . 31508; 7-21-78

SEC—-‘-Secqriﬁes confirmations ........c... 47495;

10-16-78

List of Public Laws

Nork: A complete listing of all public laws

" from the second session of the 95th Congress
- was published as Part II of the issue of De-

cember 4, 1978. (Price: 75 cents. Order by
stock number 022-003-00960-4 from the Su-
perintendent of Documents, Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402,
‘Telephone 202-275-3030.) :
The continuing listing will be resumed
upon enactment of the first public law for
the first session of the 96th Congress, which
will convene on Monday, January 15, 1979.
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CUMULATIVE LIST OF CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING DECEMBER

The foilowing numerical guide Is a list of parts of each title of the Code
of Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during

December.
1CFR
Ch.I 56203
3CFR '
Eb:zcurnpa()nnsns:

- 12062 (Revoked by EO 12103).... 58527
12103 : 58537
MEMORANDUMS: ’

December 6, 1978... . uivcerreerscnnnns 58535

- PROCLAMATIONS: ‘ ) .

3279 (Amended by Proc. 4629) .. 58077

3822 (See Proc. 4610)

4334 (See Proc. 4610) . 56869

. 4463 (See Proc. 4610) :
4466 (See Proc. 4610) . 56869
4539 (See Proc. 4610) 56869
4610 56869
4611 57008
4612 57013

T 4613 57019
4614.. 57025
4615 57031
4616 57035
4617 57043
4618 57053
4619 57059
4620 . 57067
4621 : 57073
4622 57079
4623. 57087
4624 57091
4625 . 57101
4626 ot 57113
4627 ; 57119
4628 57861
4629 58077
5CFR
213 56203,

56204, 56873, 56874, 57489-57491,
58539-58541

7 CFR
2 56204, 56637
16 56205, 58801
246 . 58542
271 57492,
597510, 57526, 57543, 57563
273 : 57492
57510, 57526, 57543, 57563
403 : ; 56205
653 58079
722 . 56212
725....: 56874
729.......: 57580
905..ecererrreans 57139, 57140, 58175, 58353
906 57912
907 57239, 58354
909 57582
<3 () 56212, 57582, 58542
912 ; 57140
913 57140

. 1901
56869

. 56869

515

7 CFR—Continued
917

928

967

971

982

999

1133

1464

56643,

1801

1804

1822

56643,

1910

1933

1945

2859

PRrOPOSED RULES:
210

271

281

283

624

726

- 130

781

57236,

910

928

1002

1062 .ceveereresseres

1421

......... ..o 87156,

1701

1948

2852 ccverereessaones

8 CFR
108

56244, 56245,

236

PROPOSED RULES!
108

236

9CFR
3

73

8

92

PRrROPOSED RULES!
445

447

56245,

10 CFR
205

212
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rules and regulations

month.

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulalory documents having generol opplicability and legal effect most of which are keyed to and
codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant 1o 44 U.S.C. 1510.
The Code of Federal Regulahons is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each

[3410-10-M]
Title 7—Agriculture

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF SECRETARY
: OF AGRICULTURE

[Amdt. 61

" _PART 16—LIMITATION ON lMPOR'I'S

OF MEAT

Section 204 lmpori Regulations; Re-
strictions on the Imporiation of
Meat From Nicaragua .

AGENCY: Foreign Agricultural Serv-
ice, USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This document amends
the final rule published on November

30, 1978 (43 FR 56014) regarding limi- -

tations on the importation of certain
meats from Nicaragua. Imports of
such meat from Nicaragua were previ-
ously limited to 59.5 million pounds
for calendar year 1978 in order to
carry out the 1978 restraint program
pursuant to Section 204 of the Agricul-
tural Act of 1956. This amendment in-
creases this limitation to 62.6 million
pounds for calendar year 1978 in view

-_of the changes which have been made

in the restraint levels for various coun-
tries participating in the 1978 restraint
program. The global level of imports
has not been changed. -

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 13,
1978. See supplementary information.

FOR  FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:. .

John E. Riesz (FAS), 202/447-7217,
Dairy, Livestock & Poultry Division,
CP, FAS, -USDA, Room 6621 South
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Secretary of State and the Special
Representatlve for Trade Negotiations
concur in the issuance of this regula
tion.

* The action taken herewith has been
determined to involve foreign affairs
functions: of the {United States. There-
fore, these regulations fall within the
foreign affairs exception to the notice
and effective -date provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553 and E.O. 12044.

ErFECTIVE DATE

Meat released under the provisions
of Section 448(b) of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1448(b) (immediate de-
livery)) prior to December 13, 1978,
shall not be denied entry.

Section 16.5 “Quantitative Restric-
tions” of Subpart A, Section 204
Import Regulations of Part 16, Limita-
tion on Imports of Meat, of Title 7, of
the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended as follows:

In paragraph (b) “59.5 million
pounds” is deleted and “62.6 million
pounds” {s inserted in lieu thereof.

(Sec. 204, Pub, L. 540, 84th Cong., 70 Stat.
200, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854) and Exccu-
tive Order 11539 (35 FR 1073;).)

Issued at Washington, D.C.,
13th day of December 1978.

Bos BERGLAND,
Secretary.

LFR Doc. 78-35097 Filed 12-13-18; 4:39 pm]

s
[3410-10-M]

[Amdt. 5]

PART 16—LIMITATION ON .IMPOR:I'S
OF MEAT

Section 204 Import Regulations; Re-
strictions on the Imporiation of
Meat from Australia and New Zea-
land

AGENCY: Forelgn Agricultural Serv-
ice, USDA.

- ACTION: Final Rule.

SUMMARY: This document amends
the final rule published on November
30, 1978 (43 FR 56014) and December
1 (43 FR 56200), regarding limitations
on the importation of certain meats
from Australia and New Zealand. Im-
ports of such meat from these coun-
tries were previously limited to 766.2
million and 314.8 million pounds, re-
spectively, for calendar year 1978 in
order to carry out the 1978 restraint

‘program pursuant to Section 204 of

the Agricultural Act of 1956. This
amendment increases these limitations
to 806.0 million and 331.1. million
pounds, respectively, for calendar year
1978 in view of the changes which
have been-made in the restraint levels

for various countries participating in

this

the 1978 restraint program. The global
level of imports has not been changed.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 13,
1978. See supplementary information.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

John E. Riesz (FAS), 202/447-72117,
Dairy, Livestock & Poultry Division,
CP, FAS, USDA, Room 6621 South
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Secretary of State and the Special
Representative for Trade Negotiations
concur in the issuance of this regula-
tion. -

The action taken herewith has been
determined to involve foreign affairs
functions of the United States. There-
fore, these regulations fall within the
foreign affairs exception to the notice
and effective date provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553 and E.O. 12044,

ErreCTIVE DATE

Meat released under the provisions
of Section 448(b) of the Tariff Act of
1930 (19 U.S.C. 1448(b) (immediate de-
lvery)) prior to December 13, 1978,
shall not be denied entry.

Section 16.5 “Quantitative Restric-
tions” of Subpart A, Section 204
Import Regulations of Part 16, Limita-
tion on Imports of Meat, of Title 7, of
the Code of Federal Regulations is
amended as follows:

1. In paragraph (a) “766.2 million
pounds” is deleted and “806.0 million
pounds” Is inserted in lieu thereof.

2. In paragraph (c¢) *“314.8 million
pounds” is deleted and “331.1 million
pounds” is inserted in lieu thereof.
(Sec. 204, Pub. L. 540, 84th Cong., 70 Stat.

200, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854) and Execu-
tive Order 11539 (35 PR 10733).)

Issued at Washington, D.C. this 13th
day of December 1978.

Bos BERGLAND,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc. 78-35096 Filed 12-13-78; 4:39 pm]
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[6720-01-M]
Title 12—Banks and Banking

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME I.OAN
BANK BOARD . '

SUBCHAP'I‘ER B—FEDERAI. HOME lOAN BANK
SYSTEM

[No.78-7011 _
PART 523—MEMBERS OF BANKS
Reduchon of I.|qu:d|l'y Requmemeni

DECEMBER 6, 1978

AGENCY: Federa.l Home,Loan Bank
Board.

ACTION: Final Rule. .

SUMMARY: This amendment reduces
the overall liquidity requirement of
each Federal Home - Ioan Bank
member from 6% to 6 percent of its li-
quidity base and reduces each mem-
ber’s short-term liquidity requirement
from 2% to 2 percent of such base.

This action is taken because savings -

flows into members have contmued at
-a reduced pace, increasing pressure on
the supply of mortgage funds as indi-
cated by increases in interest rates
charged on mortgage loans. The new
requirement unfreezes funds for mort-
gage lending that were previously, re-
quired to be held in liquid assets.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Januiary-1, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:
. Harry W. Quillian, Associate Gener-
.al Counsel. Telephone number 202-
377-6440.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
‘This action will free up about $2 bil-
lion in funds that are presently re-
quired to be held in liquid assets and
which will now be available for mort-
. gage lending. Increased pressure on
the supply of mortgage funds has been
indicated by increases in interest rates
charged on mortgage loans, a.nd this
action should ease those pressures, al-
though the mortgage market reflects
the influence of general economic and
financial developments and the impact
of monetary policy. Further reduc-
tions in liquidity requirements will be
considered if they appear needed.

The Bank Board finds that (1)
notice and public procedure are unnec-
essary under 5 U.S.C. 553(b) and 12
CFR 508.11, because this amendment
relieves restrictlon, and (2) publication
of this amendment for the 30-day
notice specified in 5 TU.S.C. 553(d) and
12 CFR 508.14 prior to effective date is
unnecessary for the same reason.

Accordingly, the Bank Board hereby
revises §523.11(a) of the Regulations
for the Federal Home Loarn Bank
System (12 'CFR-523.11(a)) to read as
set. forth below,.effective January -1,
1979. ‘ L.

°

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 243—MONI}AY, DECEMBER 18, 1978

RULES AND REGULATIONS
’ ’ ~

§523.11 ‘Liquidity requirements.

(a) General. Except as otherwise pro-
vided in subsections (b) and (d) of this

section, for each calendar month, each

member, other than a mutual sa.vings
bank with an election under subsec-
tion (e) of this section in effect, shall
maintain an average daily balance of
liquid assets not less than 6 percent of

" the averagé.daily balance of its liquid- -

ity base during the preceding calendar
month, and each member, other than
a mutual savings bank or an insurance
company, ‘shall maintain.an average
daily balanée ~'of short-term liquid
assets not less than 2 percent -of the
average daily .balance of its lquidity
base durmg the precedmg calendar
month.

= Ed » - -

(Sec. 5A, 47 Stat. 727 as added by sec. 1, 64
Stat. 252, as amended, sec. 17, 47 Stat. 736,
as amended; 12 U.S.C. 1425a, 1437. Reorg.

-~

Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 FR 4981, 3 CFR, 1943- -

48 Comp p. 1071)
By the Federal Home Loan Ba.nk
Board
RONALD A..SNIDER,
. Assistant Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-35099 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER 1—FEDERAL AVIATION AD-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION ~

-[Docket No. 78—EA—64;'Amdt. 39-33701

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

DeHavilland Aircraft

AGENCY: Federal Av1ation Admmis
tratlon (FAA),DOT.. -

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
a new airworthiness directive (AD) ap-
plicable to DeHavilland DHC-6. type
airplanes and requires repetitive in-
spections on fuselage side irame
flanges at-Station 218.125 and 219.525
for inter-rivet cracks. The purpose of
the inspection and repair or replace-
ment is to prevent structural weakness
due tp‘cracks which were caused by
stress corrosion induced by riveting
during fabrication.

DATE: December 20, 1978. Compliance
is required as set forth'in the AD.

ADDRESS: DeHavilland Service Bul—
letins may be acqmred from the manu-
facturer at. Downsview, Ontario,
Canada M3K 145,

PR

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION .

CONTACT

. C Birkenholz, Alrfra.me Section,
‘AEA-212, Engineering and Manufac-

-turing Branch, Federal Bullding, J.
F. K. International Airport, Jamaica,
New York 11430; Tel. 212-995-2875.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
There had been reports of inter-rivet
cracking on airplanes in service at Sta-
tion 218.215 and 219.525. This amend-
ment will require repetitive inspec-
tions and repairs where necessary. It
also permits replacement of the
frames jn accordance with DeHavil-
land Service Bulletin No. 6/371 and
discontinues the inspections. Since
this deficiency affects air safety,
notice and public procedure hereon
are impractical and good cause exist
for making the rule effective In less
than 30 days.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, and pursuant to the au-
thority delegated to me by the Admin«
istrator,- Section 39.13 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended, by issuing a new airworthi-
ness directive, as follows:

DeHAviLranp: Applles to DHC-6 afrplanes,
S/N 1 thru 411 Inclusive, Certificated in
all categories.

Compliance required as indicated, unless
already accomplished.

To detect inter-rivet cracking in the fuse.
lage side frame flanges at Station 218.125
and 219.525, accomplish the following:

(a) Within the next 200 hours in service or
30 days, whichever occurs first, after the ef-
fective date of this AD, unless already nc-
complished within the last 400 hours in
service or 60 days, inspect the' subject fuse-
lage side frames for cracking by either o
“Visual” or “Radlographic ‘X-ray’ Tech«
nique” as described in DeHavilland Service
Bulletin No. 6/371, excluding the “COM.
PLIANCE" section, or by an npproved
equivalent inspection method.

(b) If cracking is not evident, repeat In«
spections in paragraph (a) at intervals not
to exceed 600 hours in service or 90 days,
v;hichever occurs first, from the last inspec.
tion.

() 1f cracking is evident but does not
exceed limits given in DeHavilland Scrvice
Bulletin No. 6/371, Figure 3, it is permissi.
ble to continue operations provlded that the
inspection in paragraph (a) is repeated at
intervals not to exceed 300 hours in service
or 45 days, whichever occurs first, from ini-
tial findings of cracks.

(d) If cracking exceeds the limits given in
DeHavilland' Service Bulletin No., 6/371,
Figire 3, affected frames must be repaired
or replaced before further flight.

(e) Repetitive inspection required by para«
graphs (b) and (c) may be discontinued fol-
lowing a complete repair consisting of the
installation of repair angles over the full
length of the fuselage side frames.

+ (f) If partial repairs are accomplished, re-

petitive inspections required by paragraphs
(b) and (c) will apply to the unrepnlrcd
frame areas. -

(2) Repetitive Inspections required by
paragraphs (b) and (c¢) may be discontinued
following the incorporation of DeHavilland
Service Bulletin No. 6/371 Replacement
Modification No. 6/1461 and 6/1462. ‘
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(h) All frames must be replaced within
2400 hours in service or 350 days, whichever
occurs first, from initial finding of cracks,
irrespective of incorporation of repair, or
from the date of the incorporation of a com-
plete repair on an uncracked frame.

(i) Partial repairs, complete repairs, and
parts must be in accordance with DeHavil-
land Service Bulletin No. 6/371 or an ap-
proved equivalerit alteration and parts. =

(j) Those aircraft that have incorporated
DeHavilland Service Bulletin No. 6/354
(Modification No. 6/1553) need not comply
with this AD for fuselage side frames at Sta-
tion 218.125. .

(k) Where the AD requir&s repair or re-
placement before further flight, the air-
plane may be flown in accordance with FAR
21.197 to a base where the repair or replace-
ment can be performed.

(1) Equivalent inspections, repa.irs replace-
ments, or-parts must be approved by the
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, FAA, Eastern Region. -

(m) Upon request, with substantiating
data submitted through -an FAA Mainte-
nance Inspector, the compliance times of
this AD may be increased by the Chief, En-
gineering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA,

- Bastern Region.

Effective Date: This amendment is
effective December 20, 1978.

Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423; Sec. 6(c), Department of
‘Transportation Act, 49 US.C. 1655(c); and
14 CFR 11.89.

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on De-
cember 6, 1978.
Ts0oTHY L. HARTNETT, |
Acting Director,
. EasternRegion.
[FR Doc. 78-34972 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]

[Docket No. 78-GL~T; Amdt. 39-3373]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES .

Detroit Diesel-Allison 250-C28B
. Engines
AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT. -
ACTION: Final rule. 3 o
SUMMARY: This action publishes in
the FeperalL REGISTER and makes ef-

fective as to all persons an amendment
adopting a new airworthiness directive

. (AD) which was previously made effec-

tive as to known operators of Bell
Model 20611 helicopters with Detroit
Diesel Allison 250-C28B -engines. in-
stalled. The AD requires an interim
deactivation of the N2 overspeed con-
trol system followed by an.engine elec-
trical harness change which are
needed to prevent engine power loss
due - to electromagnetic interference.
The AD was prompted by reports of
engine power loss during flight.

RULES AND REGULATIONS -

DATES: Effective December 18, 1978,
except with respect to certain persons
specified in the body of the AD.

Compliance schedule—As prescribed
in the body of the AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicable engine
bulletin may be obtained from Detroit
Diesel Allison, Div. of General Motors
Corporation, P.O. Box 894, Indianapo-
lis, Indiana 46206.

Copies of the service information in-
corporated in this AD are contained in
the Rules Docket, Office of the Re-
gional Counsel, 2300 East Devon
Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois 60018;
and at FAA Headquarters, Room 916,
800 Independence Avenue, SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20591.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Cornelius Biemond, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, Flight
Standards Division, AGL-217, Feder-
al Aviation Administration, 2300
East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illi-
nois 60018, telephone (312) 6§94-4500,
extension 460.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Pursuant to the authority delegated
by the Administrator, an AD was
adopted on November 3, 1978, and
made effective immediately by air mail
letter as to all known operators of
Model 250-C28B engines installed In
but not limited to Bell Model 206L~-1
helicopters because of several in-
stances of power loss on 250-C28B tur-
boshaft engines installed in Bell'2061~
1 rotorcraft. The cause of these power
losses was determined to be electro-
magnetic interference which activated
the N, overspeed control causing the
engine to decelerate. That AD re-
quired interim deactivation of the N,
overspeed control system followed by
an engine electrical harness change
which protects the overspeed control
system from radiated electromagnetic
interference and allows reactivation of
the system.

Since it was found that immediate
corrective action was required, notice
and public procedure thereon was im-
practicable and contrary to the public
interest and good cause existed for
making the AD effective Immediately
as to all known operators of Bell
Model 206L-1 helicopters with Detroit
Diesel Allison Model 250-C28B engines
installed. These conditions still exist
and the AD is hereby published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER as an amendment to
§39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avi-
ation Regulations to make it effective
as to all persons.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, §39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
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amended by adding the following air-
worthiness directive:

Drezrorr DiEszi ALnisoN. Applies to Model
250-C28B engines installed in but not
limited to Bell Model 2061~-1 rotorcraft
certificated in all categories.

Compliance required as Indicated, unless
previously accomplished. To preclude possi-
ble engine power loss resulting from electro-
magnetic interference, accomplish the fol-
lowing:

(A) Before further flight accomplish the
following unless the engine electrical system
has been previously modified in accordance
with Detroit Diesel Allison Commercial
Engine Bulletin 73-2003.

(1) Pull the N, overspeed circuit breaker
and secure by wrapping with tape or placing
a Ty-Wrap around the breaker stem.

(2) Install placard which states “Eng Ovsp
Circuit Deactivated™ in % or larger letters
adfacent to N, overspeed circuit breaker.
Note: The engine overspeed test outlined in
Section 2 of the RFM will no longer func-
tion with the circuit breaker deactivated.

(B) Not later than Fetruary 1, 1979 °
modify the engine electrical system in ac-
cordance with Detroit Diesel Allison Com-
mercial Engine Bulletin 73-2003 unless pre-
viously accomplished. Concurrent with the
accomplishment of CEB 73-2003 reactivate
the N, overspeed control by engaging the N;
overspeed circuit breaker and removing the
placard “Eng Ovsp Circuit Deactivated,”
and remove the No. 4 plug from the outlet
vent of the N, overspeed solenoid valve if in-
stalled In accordance with Detroit Diesel Al-
Hson Commercial Service Letter 2008.

The Detroit Diesel Allilson Commercial
Engine Bulletin {dentified in this directive is
incorporated herein and made part hereof
pursuant to 5§ U.S.C. §52(aX1). The Detroit
Dlesel Allison Commercial Engine Bulletin
incorporated herein may be obtained upon
request to Detroit Dlesel Allison, Division of
General Motors Corporation, P.O. Box 894,
Indlanapolis, Indiana 46206. This document
may also be examined at the FAA Great
Lakes Region, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des
Plaines, Illinols 60018 and at FAA Head-
quarters, 800 Independence Avenue, SW.,
‘Washington, D.C, 20591, A historical fileon -
this AD which includes the incorporated
material in full is maintained by the FAA at
its headquarters In Washington, D.C. and
the Great Lakes Region.

(Detroit Diesel Allison Commercial Service
Letter 250-C288B CSI~2008 also pertains to
this subject.)

This amendment becomes effective upon
publication in the Prorrar REGISTER, as to -
all persons except those persons to whom it
was made immediately effective by the air
malil letter dated November 3, 1978, which
contained this amendment. .

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), De t of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and
14 CFR 11.89.)

The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this docu-
ment involves a proposed regulation
which is not considered to be signifi-
cant under the procedures and criteria
prescribed by Executive Order 12044
and as implemented by inferim De-
partment of Transportation guidelines
(43 F.R. 9582; March 8, 1978).
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’

14910-13-M]

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on De-
cember 8, 1978. -

WAYNE J. BARLOW,
Acting Director,

Y. Great Lakes Region.
NotE: The incorporation by reference in -

the preceding document was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register on
June 19, 1967. -

LFR Doc. 78-34970 Filed 12-15—78; 8:45 am)

A

{Docket No. 78-EA-19; Amdt. 39-33601
PART 39—AIRWOR‘I’HINESS
DIRECTIVES ‘
. Grumman Amencon‘

*AGENCY: Federal Aviation Admims
tration (FAA), DOT.

' ACTION: Final Rule.

for corrosion and.repair or replace-'

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
a new airworthiness directive (AD) ap-
plicable to Grumman American G-164;

G-1644, and G-164B type airplanes’
and requires a repetitive inspection of

lower wing pahel attachment fittings

ment where necessary. The purpose of
the inspection is to prevent a failure
of the fittings due to corrosion which

Tesults from the ‘use of chemicals in

’ agricultural spraying operations

DATE: December 20, 1978. Compliance

is required as set forth in the AD.

ADDRESSES: Grummsn - American
Service' Bulletins may be -acquired-
from the manufacturer at.P.O. Box

147, Elmira, N.Y. 14902.

FOR  FURTHER INFORMATION,

CONTACT:

I. Mankuta, Airframe Section, AEA-
212, Engineering and Manufacturing
Bra.nch Federal Building, J.F.K. In-
temational Airport, Jamaica, - New
York 11430; Tel. 212-995-2875.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Since this deficiency affects air safety,
notice and public procedure hereon

are impractical and good cause exist-
for making the Tule effective in less

than 30 days.
Anomor: OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, and pursuant t.o the au-.

thority delegated to-me by the admin-
istrator, Section 39.13 of the Federal

Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is .

amended, by issuing a new airworthi-
ness directive, as follows:

GRUMMAN: Applies to Models G—164 G—164.A
and G-164B aircraft, certificated in all
categories, that have been in service for
either more than.- 500- hours or; six
months,

Compliance is required as indlcated.

To detect corrosion of the lower wing at-,

tachment fittings, P/N’s A1050-1, -3, -4,

-evidenced by dulling,

RULES' AND REGULATIONS

-101, <102, -103, -104, -13, -19, -20, -411, -412
and 3050-13, -14, -15, -16, a.ccomplish the
following:

(2) Within the next 25 hours in service
and thereafter at intervals not to exceed 500
hours in service or six months, whichever

comes first, since the last inspecton, visually*

inspect the lower wing panel attachment fit-
tings for corrosion. .
(b) If surface corrosion (corrosion which is
pitting, blistering,
scaling, roughness, or localized discoloration

of the metal surface) is found on the attach- .

ment fittings, remove the wing and the cor-
rosion. If it is required to clean up corrosion
of “the rear fittings follow the procedure
below: "~ N

1. Press wing” attachment bolt bushing
below corroded surface. Do not fully remove
the bushing.

2. Remove corrosion.

3. Equalize the amount the._bushing ex-
tends from each surface of the fitting.

4, Measure gap in fuselage fitting.

5. Fabricate shims for both sides of fitting
so that total width of fitting does not
exceed gap of fuselage and bushing does not
exceed width of fitting by more than .020".

If the front or rear wing attachment fit-
ting dimensions are found to be in excess of
the minimum limits specified in paragraph
{c), (d), or (e), protect the surface from fur-
ther corrosion in accordance with FAA Ad-
visory -Circular 43.13-14, Paragraph 250(b)
or equivalent, . -

(c) . For G-164 aircraft S/N’s 001 thru 400;
If after removal of the corrosion, the thick-
ness of ‘the front or rear fitting is found to
be less than .231"”, or the distance from the
edge of the hole to the edge of the fitting is
found to be less than .290”, install an
unused fitting of the same “part number or
an equivalent.

(d) For G-164A aircraft S/N’s 401 and up.
If after removal of the corrosion, the thick-
ness of the front or rear fitting is found to
be less than. 220", or the distance from the
edge of the hole to the edge of the fitting is
found 'to be less than .340”, install on
unused fitting-of the same part number or
an equivalent.

(e) For G-164B aircraft S/N's 001 and up.
If after removal of the corrosion, the thick-
ness of the front or rear fitting is found to
beless than .230%, or the distance from the

edge of the hole to the edge of the fitting is

found to be less than .515”, install an
unused fitting-of the same part number or
an equivalent. X

Equivalent parts and corrosion protection
must be approved by the Chief, Engineering
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Eastern
Region.

Upon request with substantiating data.
sitbmitted through an FAA Maintenance In-
spector, the compliance times specified in
this AD may be adjusted by the Chief, Engi-
neerihig . and. Manufacturing Branch, FAA,

‘Eastern Region..

*The aircraft-may be flown in accordance
with FAR 21,197 to a, location where the AD
can be accomplished, *

Grumman Service’ Bulletin No. 65 dated
October 16, 1978, covers this'same subject. ™

Effective Date: This amendment. is
effective December 20, 1978.

(Secs, 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and. 1423; Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(0). and-
14 CFR11.89). ., . .

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on De-
cember 6, 1978,

TiMOTHY L. HARTNETT,
Acting Director,
Eastern Region,

[FR Doc. 78-34971 Filed 12-15-78; 8:46 am}
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[4910-13-M]
[Docket No. 78-WE-25-AD; Amdt. 39-3372)

. PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
- DIRECTIVES

McDonnell Douglas DC-10 Series
Airplanes .

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration’(FAA) DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
a new airworthiness directive (AD)
that requires modification of Univer-
sal Oil Products Company, Aerospace
Division, seats installed on DC-10 afr-
planes by installing two stops for the
seatback tray table retention clip, This
airworthiness directive is needed to
assure automatic deployment of the

-passenger oxygen masks should the

passenger cabin depressurize,

DATES: Effective December 22, 1978..
Initial Compliance—within 30 days.
after the effective date of this AD.

ADDRESSES: The applicable service
information may be obtained from:

Universal Oil Products Company,

Aerospace Division, Bantam, CT
06750.
Also, a copy of the service information

may be reviewed at, or a copy obtained
from:

Rules Docket in Room 916, FAA, 800
Independence Avenue, S.W. Wash-
ington, D.C. 20591, or

Rules Docket in Room 6W14, FAA
Western Region, 15000 Aviation
Boulevard, Hawthorne, California
90261.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

" Kyle L. Olsen, Executive Secretary,
Afrworthiness Directive Review
Board, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Western Region, P.O. Box
92007, World Way Postal Center, Los
Angeles, California 90009, telephone:
.213-536 6351. -

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION‘
There have been incidents reported in
which passengers have inadvertently
restricted the opening capacity of the
oxygen compartment door on Univer-
sal Oil Products Company Model 900~
400 Series seats installed on DC-10 air-
craft. The FAA has determined that
the design of the tray table retention
clip is such that it can be easily rotat-
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ed to a position in which it prevents
proper deployment of the oxygen com-
partment door should the passenger
cabin depressurize. These seats are

“known to have "been installed on

- United Airlines DC-10 aircraft by STC
SA3358WE-D. Since this condition
exists on other airplanes of the same
type design, an airworthiness directive
is being issued to require the installa-
tion of stops to prevent the tray table
retention ‘clip from rotating to a point
where it prevents automatic deploy-
ment of the oxygen mask during cabin
depressurization.

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this regula-
tion, it is found that notice and publlc
procedure hereon are impracticable
and good cause exists for making this
amendment effective in less than 30
days. .

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
39.13) is amended, by adding the fol-

lowing new airworthiness directive:

McDoxReLL Doucras: Applies to DC-10-10,
-10F, -30, -30F, and -40 airplanes certifi-
cated in all categories which have Uni-
versal Oil Products Compahy Model

- 900-400-C3C seats through Serial No
3860, installed.

Compliance req:red within the next 30
days after the effective date of this AD,
unless already accomplished.

To assure that the seatback tray
table retention-clip cannot be rotated
to a position in which it prevents auto-

.matic deployment of oxygen masks,
during depressurization, accomplish,

theé following:

‘(a) Modify the Universa.l Oil Prod-
ucts Company Model 900-400-C3C
seat through serial No. 3860, in accord-
ance with Universal Oil Products Serv-
ice Bulletin No. 25-494, original issue
dated September 18, 1978.

(b) Equivalent modification may be
used when approved by the Chief, Air-
craft Engineering Division, FAA,
Western Region.

(c) Special Flight permits may be
issued in accordance with FAR 21.197
and 21,199 to operate airplanes to a
base for the accomplishment of the
modifications required by this AD.

This amendment becomes effective
December 22, 1978.

[Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation

Act of 1958, as amended (40 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c) Department of

. Transportation Act (49 U.S. C 1655(c)), and

14 CFR 11.89.1

-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Issued in Los Angeles, California on
December.7, 1978.

LeoN C. DAUGHERTY,
Directlor,
FAA Western Reglon.

TFR Doc. 78-34969 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M] .

[Docket No '18-CE-21-AD; Amendment 39—
3311

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Cessna Models A150M and A152
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA) DOT.

ACTION: Final Rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
a new Airworthiness Directive (AD),
applicable to certain Cessna Models
Al150M and Al152 airplanes. The AD
requires replacement of the two Part
Number 0431009-3 vertical fin attach
brackets with new brackets obtained
from Cessna. This action will result in
removal of any brackets that may be
contaminated with Impurities and
assure necessary structural integrity
of the vertical fin attachment to the
airplane.

iﬂg‘%‘EC’I‘IVE DATE: December 22,

COMPLIANCE: Within 25 hours time-
in-service after the effective date of
this AD.

ADDRESSES: Cessna Service letter
Number SET78-62, dated October 13,
1978, applicable to this AD, may be ob-
tained from Cessna Aircraft Company,
Marketing Divislon, Attention: Cus-
tomer Service Department, Wichita,
Kansas 67201; Telephone (316) 685-
9111. A copy of the Service Letter Is
contained in the Rules Docket, Office
of the Regional Counsel, Room 1558,
601" East 12th Street, Kansas Clity,
Missouri 64106 and at Room 916, 800
Independence Avenue S.W., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20591,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Willlam I. (Bud) Schroeder, Aero-
space Engineer, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Cen-
tral Region, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missour] 64106; Tele-
phone (816) 374-3446. -

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
During a routine preflight inspection
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on a Cessna Model 152 airplane, the
pilot discovered a falled Cessna Part
Number 0431009-3 vertical fin attach
bracket. Two of these brackets provide
the primary attachment-of the verti-
cal fin aft spar to the airplane.
Inspection of the failed bracket re-
vealed that the fallure was caused by
impurities in the metal extrusion from
which the bracket was made. Further
investigation revealed that an un-
known number of vertical fin attach
brackets were made from extrusions
contaminated with impurities and
placed iIn service. By checking ship-
ping dates for extrusions and compar-
ing these dates with production dates
for Models 150, A150, 152 and A152
airplanes, Cessna determined that cer-
tain serial numbers of Models 150M,
Al150M, 152 and A152 airplanes may
have Part Number 0431003-3 brackeis
installed that were manufactured
from extrusions containing impurities.
To correct this condition on in-serv-
{ice alrplanes, Cessna issued Single
Engine Service Letter SE78-62, dated
October 13, 1978, which recommends
replacement of both P/N 0431009-3
vertical fin attach brackets on certain
Model A150M and Al152 airplanes
within 25 hours time-in-service and
visual inspection of the brackets on
certain Models 150M and 152 airplanes
for cracks at every normal inspection.
The FAA has determined that, (1)
faflure of a P/N 0431009-3 vertical fin
attach bracket on a Model A150M or
Al52 (acrobatic) airplane is likely to
result in separation of the fin from
the afrplane, and (2) failure of 2 P/N
0431009-3 vertical fin attach bracket

-on Model 150M and 152 (non-acrobat-

fc) airplanes is unlikely to result in
separation of the fin from the air-
plane. For these reasons, mandatory
corrective action for affected A150M
and A152 (acrobatic) airplanes is being
taken now. An airworthiness alert is
belng issued, applicable to Models
150M and 152 airplanes, recommend~
ing visual inspection of the fin attach
brackets for cracks at each 100-hour or
annual inspection and during preflight
inspections. In addition, FAA person-
nel are monitoring service reports
carefully and additional corrective
action will be taken against affected
Model 150M and 152 airplanes if or
when warranted.

Accordingly, since an unsafe condi-
tion is likely to exist in other airplanes
of the same type design, an AD is
being Issued applicable to certain
serial numbers of Cessna Model
A150M and A152 airplanes, making
compliance with the Cessna Service
Ietter mandatory. -

The FAA has determined that there
Is an immediate need for a regulation
to assure safe operation of the affect-
ed airplanes. Therefore, notice and
public procedure under 5 U.S.C. 553(b)
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is impracticable and -contrary. to the
public interest and good cause:exists

for making the amendment effective

in less than thirty (30) days after the
date of pubhcation in- the. FEDERAL
Rmrsm v

st

Anomron OF 'mﬁ Ammnmnm'

Accordmg]y and pursuant to the au-
thority delegated to me by the Admin-
istrator, §39.13 of the Federal Avyi-
ation Regulations (14. CFR '39.13).is
amended by adding the following new

CEssNa: Applies to- Models A150M '(Serial

Numbers A1500645 through A1500734.

and - A152° (Serial Numbers A1520735
through A1520833) airplanes. - -
Compliance: Required as indicated, unless

already accomplished. To assure.necessary .~

structural integrity of the vertical fin at-
tachment to the airplane, in accordance

with the instructions contained in Cessna.

Single Engine Service Letter SE78-62, dated
October 13, 1978, or later revisions, within
the next 25 hours time-in-service after the
effective date of this AD accomplis‘i the
following:

(A) Replace the two existing Part Number
0431009-3 vertical fin attach brackets with
two new ‘Part Number 0431009-3 attach
brackets obtained from Cessna. ~

(B) Return the two brackets removed
from each airplane to the Cessna factory
for metallurgical examination.

(C) Any equivalent method of compliance
with this AD must be approved by the
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturlng
Branch FAA. Central Region. E

v

This amendment becomes effective:

December 22, 1978

B

(Secs. 313(a) 601 and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as a.mended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421 and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and
Sec. 11.89 of the Federal Aviation Regula.
tions (14 CFR 11.89). : .

Nom—'m‘e Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document in-
volves a proposed regulation which is not
considered to be significant under the proce-
dures and criteria prescribed by Executive
Order 12044 and as implemented by interim
Department of Transportation guidelines
’43 FR 9582, March 8, 1978). ‘

Issued in Kansas City, Mlssoun on
December7 1978.

. Jomy E. SHAW,
Acting Directon.
Central Region.

.LFR Doc. 78—34966 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

'
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[4910-13-M] ’
[Docket No. 78—WE—12~AD Amdt 39-3367]
PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
. - DIRECTIVES

Améséarch Model TPE 331-1,.-2, -3,
‘-5, -6 and TSE 331—3 Series En-
" gines

AGEN,CY: Fede_ral Aviation Adminis-
_tration (FAA) DOT."

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts
a new airworthiness directive (AD)
which requires. incorporation’ of a
modified engine fuel control drive gear
train in the main reduction gearbox of
the TSE331-3 and TPE331-1, -2, -3, -5
and -6 series engines. Incorporation of
this modified fuel control drive
system, commonly referred to as the
“direct drive fuel control,” will prevent
a destructive overspeed of the turbine
rotor in the event of any one of sever-
al single failures in the drive line be-
tween the turbine-and the planetary
reduction gearing.- - - -

DATES: Effective January 19 1979

Compliance schedule—As prescribed‘

m the body of the AD

ADDRESSES The applicable service

information may be obtained from: ..
- AiResearch Manufacturing Compa-
ny of Arizona, P.O. Box 5217, Phoe-
nix, Arizona 85010 t;elephone 602-
267-3011.

Also, a copy of the service information
may be reviewed at, or a copy obtamed

. from: -

~ Rules Docket mRoom 916, FAA, 800
Independence- Avenue SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20591, or

Rules Docket in Room 6W14, FAA

" Western Region,
Boulevard Hawthome,
90261. A

California

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:

- Jerry Presba, Executive Secretary
Airworthiness® Directive Review
Board, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Western Region, P.O. Box
92007, World Way Postal Center, Los
_Angeles, ., California 90009. Tele-
phone: 213-536-6351 -

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On August- 28, 1978, the FAA proposed
to amend Part 39 of the Federal -Avi-
ation Regulations (14 CFR Part 39) by
addinig a new AD applicable to AiRe-
search TPE331-1, -2,’-3, -5, -6 turbo-
prop and TSE331-3 turboshaft engines
€43 . FR : 38413). -The- proposal was
prompted by three- reported occur-
rences of destructive overspeed of-the
engine turbine rotor resulting from
failures- of the reduction gear drive
system in the main reductxon gearbox

>
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common to the ' TSE331-3 and
TPE331-1, -2, -3, -5, -6 engines. Inter«
ested persons have been afforded sn
opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment, and due
consideration has been given to all
comments received in response to the
notice of proposed rulemaking. Except
as specifically discussed, this amend-
ment and the reasons for it are the
same as those contained in the notice,.

In response to the proposal severul
comments were received. The manu-
facturer recommended that the re-
quired incorporation start date of the
AD be delayed six months and the
manufacturer and several other opera-
tors recommended that the five year
maximum time for compliance be de-
leted entirely. The FAA belleves that
these actions would Increase the
hazard associated with the unsafe con-
dition for those few operators who
would not normally have their engines
overhauled during the next five years.
The manufacturer further commented
that scheduling delays may be encoun-
tered at the manufacturer’s overhaul
facility at the end of the five year
period with many affected engines
being returned at the same time re-
quiring a more éxpensive method of
compliance. The FAA feels five years
is a reasonable time for final compli-
ance with the AD and that the manu-
facturer’s concern about .possible
stacking up of the engines at its over-
haul facility is only a speculative pos-
sibility, not a-certainty.

The manufacturer further requested
that the TSE331-3 turboshaft engine .
be deleted from-the applicability of
the proposed AD due to reduced rec-
ommended overhaul periods of that
engine. The FAA does not concur with
this recommendation due to the re-
ported increased wear rate of main
gearbox components which is, in part,
the reason for the reduced recom-
mended, overhaul - time of the turbo-
shaft engine design.

Both an organization representing
over two hundred operators of AiRe-
search TPE331 engines, as well as the
foreign air authority (British CAA),
whose area of jurisdiction includes the
threé engine overspeed conditions re-
ported in the: proposa.l support this
AD action. °

It has come to the attention of the
FAA that the “direct drive fuel con-
trol” has been incorporated in all new
engines manufactured (approximate-
1y) after May of 1973, not after 1971 as
stated in the preamble to the proposal.

- ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, §39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended, by adding the following new
airworthiness directive:



s

ATRESEARCH MANUFACTURING COMPANY OF
ARrzoNa: Applies to AiResearch Model
TSE331-3 and TPE331-1, -2, -3, -5, -6
series engines.

Compliance requn'ed as indicated.

To prevent destructive overspeed of the
tubine rotor in the event of any one of sev-
eral single engine failures in the main re-
duction gear drive accomplish the followirig:

(a) Within the next 3100 hours time in
service after the effective date of Jthls air-
worthiness directive, or prior-to January 1,
1984, or at next engine overhaul, whichever
comes first, unless already accomplished, in-
corporate the modified engine fuel control
drive gear train in the main reduction gear-
box of the TSE331-3 and TPE331-1, -2, -3, -
5, and -6 series engines in accordance with

AiResearch Service Bulletin TPE331-72-

0061, dated February 1, 1974.

(b) Equivalent procedures may be used
when approved by the Chief, Aircraft Engi-
neering Division, FAA Western Region.

(c) Special flight permits may be issued
per FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to authorize op-
eration of aircraft to a base where this
modification required by this AD may be
performed.

This amendment becomes effective
January 19, 1979.

(Secs. 313(2), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c) Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢));’ and
14 CFR 11.89) .

Issued in Los Angeles, California on
December 5, 1978.
LEON C. DAUGHERTY,
Director,
. FAA Western-Region.
[FR Doc. 78-34953 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
[Docket No. 78-EA~81; Amdt. 39-3368]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

Piper Aircraft

" AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-

tration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This aniendment amends
airworthiness directive AD 77-23-09
applicable to.Piper PA-23-250 and PA-

~ E23-250 type airplanes which required

revisions to the airplane flight manual

~ and concerned fuel crossfeed prob-

lems. The purpose of the amendment
is to add serial numbers to the AD.

DATE: December 19, 1978. Compliance
is required as set forth in the AD.

ADDRESSES: Piper Service Bulletins
may be acquired from the manufactur-
er- at Piper Aircraft Corporation, 820

East Bald Eagle Street, Lock Haven,.

Pennsylvania 11745.

. FOR FURTHER IN'FORLIATION

CONTACT:
F. Covelli, Propulsion Section, AEA-

-York Terminal Area. An instrum
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214, Engineering and Manufacturing
Branch, Federal Building, JF.K. In-
ternational Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430; Tel. 212-995-2894.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Since the same air safety concern
exists as for the original AD, notice
and public procedure hereon are im-
practical and good cause exist for
making the rule effective in less than
30 days.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, and pursuant to the au-
thority delegated to me by the Admin-
istrator, §39.13 of the Federal Avi-
ation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended, by amending AD 77-23-09,
as follows:

Proposed Revision to AD 77-23-09
(Amend.)

1. Add Piper Report No 1630 and
the following applicable aircraft serial
numbers to paragraph a. under Air-
plane Flight Manual Revisions:

27-4426, 27-4574 to 27-7554168 Incl.,
5200# Gross Welght Only, 1630.

Effective Date: This amendment is
effective December 19, 1978,

(Secs. 313(9.), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423; Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c); and
14 CFR 11.89.)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on De-
cember 5, 1978.

L. J. C;mnmm.
Acling Director,
Eastern Region.

[FR Doc. 78-34954 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
[Airspace Docket No. 78-EA-61]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUIES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area: New
York, N.Y.

AGENCY: Federal Aviatlon Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment alters
the New York, N.Y., Transtition Area.
This alteration will provide protection
to aircraft executing the new Copter
RNAV-241 instrument approach
which has been developed for the Netz
en

approach procedure requires the desig-
nation of controlled alrspace to pro-
tect instrument aircraft utilizing the

instrument approach.
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 18,
1978. .
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Frank Trent, Airspace and Proce-
dures Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Pederal Building, JF.X. In-
ternational Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430, Telephone 212-995-
3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The purpose of this amendment to
subpart G of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71)
is to alter the New York, N.Y., Transi-
tion Area. On page 37710 of the FepER-
AL Recister for August 24, 1978, the
FAA published a proposed amendment
to the subject terminal area. Interest-
ed parties were given time in which to
submit comments. No objections were
recefved.

* ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, Subpart G of Part 71 of the Feder-
al Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part
71) is amended, effective December 18,
1978, as published: -

1. Amend §71.181 of part 71 of the
Federal Aviation regulations by
amending the description of the New
York, N.Y., 700-foot floor transition
area by adding after, “a point 40°36°21”
N., T4'04'34" W., extending from 5.5
miles northeast to 11.5 miles south-
west of sald point;” the following,
“within 3 miles northwest and 5.5
miles southeast of 229* bearing from a
point 40°56'27” N., 73°38'43” W., ex-
tending from said point to 8.5 miles
southwest of said point;”

(Section 307(a), and 313(a), Federal Aviation

Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1348(a) and 1354(c));

Sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transporta-

ilﬂn Act (49 US.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR
69.)

Issued in Jamalica, New York, on No-
vember 29, 1978.

Brraw J. VINCENT,
Acting Direclor,
Eastern Region.

(FR Doc, 78-34955 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
[Alrspace Docket No. 78-EA-55]1

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone and
Transition Area: Beckley, W. Va.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

N
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SUMMARY:  This rule will alter- the
Beckley, W. Va., Control Zone and
Transition Area, over Raleigh County
Memorial Airport, Beckley, W., Va.
This alteration will provide protectxon
to aircraft executing the new VOR/
DME RWY 1 standard instrument ap-
proach which has been developed for
the airport. An instrument approach
procedure r’equx'res the designation of
controlled airspace to protect instru-
ment aircraft utihzmg the mstrument
approach

EFFECTIVE DATE 0901 GMT Febru-
ary 22, 1979,

FOR' FURTHER' INFORMATION
CONTACT: -

Frank Trent, Airspace and Proce-
dures Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Federal Building, J.F.K. In:
ternational Airport, Jamaica, New
York 11430 Telephone (212) 995-
3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
On page 37711 of the FepERAL REGIS-
TER for August 24, 1978, the FAA pub-
lished a NPRM proposing to alter the
Control Zone'and Transition Area for
Beckley, : W. Va. Interested parties

were given time in which to submit to

comment. No objections have been re-
cefved. -

AnomON OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, Subparts F'and G of Part 71 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR Part 71) is amended, effective
0901 GMT February 22, 1979, as pub—
lished. . .
(Sectlon 307(a),'and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act 'of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(c));
Sec, 6(c) of the Department of Transporta-

tion Act (49 U.S.C.'1655(c)); and 14 CFR
11.69.)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on De-
cember 4, 1978..

WiirziaM E. MORGAN, -
Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend §71.171 of part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Régulations by delet-
ing the description of the Beckley, W.
Va. control zone and inserting the fol-
lowing in lieu thereof; “Within a 6.5-
mile radius of the center, 37°46'54" N.

81°07'27" W., of Raleigh County Me--~

morial Airport, Beckley, W. Va.;
within 3 miles each side of the Beckley
" VORTAC 284° radial, extending from
the 6.5-mile radius zone to 8.5 miles
west of the VORTAC; within 3 miles
each side of the Beckley VORTAC

*001° radial, extending from the 6.5- .

mile radius zone to 8.5 miles north of
the VORTAC, and within 4 miles each
side of the Beckley VORTAC " 200°
radial, extending .from .the 6.5-mile
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radius zone to 10.5 miles south of the
VORTAC.”.

2. Amend §171. 181 of part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Régulations by delet-
ing the description-of the Beckley, W.
Va., 700-foot floor transition area and
by \inserting the following, in lieu
thereof;, “That airspace extending
upward ,from 700 feet above the sur-
face within a 10-mile radius of the
center, 37°46'54” N., 81°07'27" W. of
Raleigh- County Memoria.l Airport,
Beckley, W. Va.;’ within a 14.-mile
radius of the center of Raleigh County
Memorial Airport, extending clockwise
from a 025° bearing to a 215° bearing
from the .airport; within 4.5 miles
north and 9.5 miles south of the Beck-
ley VORTAC 284° radial, extending
from the VORTAC to 18.5 miles west
of the VORTAC and within 4.5 miles
each side of the Beckley VORTAC
200° radial, extending from the
VORTAC to 11.5° ‘miles south of the
VORTAC.”.

[FR Doc. 78-34956 Filed 12-15-178; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M] . -
[Afrspace Docket No, 78-EA-581

I"ART 71—DESIGNATION OF-FEDERAL
. AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Aherahon of Transmon'Ared; Grove
. Clty, Pa.

7 BN

-AGENCY Federal Aviation Adminis-

tration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment alters
the Grove City, Pa., Transition Area,
over Grove City.Airport, Grove City,
Pa. This alteration will provide protec-
tion to aircraft executing the new
RNAV RWY 9 and RNAV RWY 27 in-

strument approaches which have been.

developed for the airport. An instru-

.ment approach procedure requires the

designation of controlled airspace to
protect instrument aircraft utilizing
the instrument approach.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 G m.t. Janu-

ary. 25,-1979.

FOR . FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: . .-

" Frank Trent, Airspace and Proce-
“dures Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Federal Building, J.F.K. In-
ternational Airport, Jamaica, New
"York 11430 Telephone (212) 995~
3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

: The purpose of this amendment to

Subpart G of Part_ 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR, Part 71)
is to alter the Grove City, Pa., Transi-

tion Area. On page 36973 of the FEDER-
AL ‘REGISTER for August 21, 1978, the
FAA published a proposed amendment
to the subject transition area. Inter-
ested parties were given time in which
to submit comments. No objections
were received.

" ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, Subpart G of Part 71 of the Feder-
al Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part
71) is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t.
January 25, 1979, as published:

1, Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by delet-
ing the description of the Grove City,
Pa. 700-foot floor transition area and
by inserting the following in 'lleu
thereof:

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center, 41°08'42" N., 80°09'64" W., of
Grove City Airport, Grove City, Pa.; within
2 miles each side of the Ellwood City, Pa.
VORTAC 005°-radial, extending from tho 5«
mile radius area to 16.5 miles north of the

" . VORTAC; within 2.5 miles each side of o

261* bearing from a point 41°08'48" N.,
80°10'18” W., extending from satd point to
5.5 miles west; within 2.5 miles each side of
a 081° bearing from a point 41'08'48" N.,
80°09'36” W., extehding from said point to 9

miles east. '

(Section 307(a), and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(c));
Sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transporta.
ilIon Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR

69,) “

Issued in Ja.maica, New York, on No-

'vember 29, 1978,

L. J. CARDINALIX,
Acting Director, .
Eastern Region.

[(FR Doc. '78-34958 ¥iled 12-15-78; 8:46 am]

[4910-13-M]
[Alrspace Docket No. 78-EA-~63]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL

- AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS

Designation of Control Zone: Fort
Indiantown Gap, Pa.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis.
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This rule will designate
an Fort Indianatown Gap, Pa., Control
Zone over-Muir Army Air Field, Fort
Indiantown Gap, Pa. This designation
will provide protection at the request
of the Army Air Field to -aircraft ex-
ecuting instrument approaches which,
have been developed for the alrport.

- An instrument approach: procedure re«
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quires the designation of controlled
airspace to protect instrument aircraft
utilizing the instrument approach.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 G.m.t. Feb-
ruary 22, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Frank Trent, Airspace and Proce-
dures Branch, A®BA-530, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation® Adminis-
tration, Federal Building, J.F.K. In-
ternational Airport, Jamaica, New
“York 11430, Telephone (212) 995-
"3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On page 37709 of the Feperar REGIS-
TER for August 24, 1978, the FAA pub-
lished a NPRM proposing to designate
a Fort Indiantown Gap, Pa., Control
Zone over Muir Army Air Field. Inter-
ested parties were given time to com-
ment. Mr. Bendigo of Bendigo Airport,
Tower City, Pa., and Mr. Reigle of
Reigle Field Airport, Palmyra, Pa., re-
sponded with objections. Mr. Bendigo
objected to the zone because it would
bave impact on his airport when
within the "zone. However, the zone
has been reduced in size so as to ex-
clude Bendigo Airport. Mr. Reigle gen-
erally objected to the impact on his
student training activity since - the
zone wolild remove practice areas from
use. However, at present, restricted
area R-5802 and the airport traffic
area for Muir Army Air Field consti-
tute a sizeable part of the proposed
zone, no large areas have, practically,
been removed from general aviation
‘use. But, the IFR trafffic at Muir
must also be dccommodated and pro-
tected. Thus, the zone will be imple-
mented but in 2 reduced form. Since

. this reduction is less restrictive than
the NPRM, notice and public proce-
dure hereon are unnecessary.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

. Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, Subpart ¥ of Part 71 of the ¥Feder-
al Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part
71) is amended, effective 0901 G.m.t.,
February 22, 1979, as follows:

1. Amend §71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by desig-
nating a2 Fort Indiantown Gap, Penn-
sylvania control zone-as follows:

FORT INDIARATOWN Gap, PA.

Within ‘a “5-mile radius of the center
40°26°'00" N., 76°34'00" W., of Muir AA¥F, Fort
Indiantown Gap, Pa.; within g 7‘mile radius
of the center of the airport, extending
clockwise from a 215° bearing to a 290° bear-
ing from the airport; within a 7.5-mile
radius of the center of the airport, extend-
ing clockwise from a 032° bearing to a 075°
bearing from the airport; within 2.5 miles
each side of the 097° bearing from the Bell-
grove, Pa. RBN, extending from the RBN to
6 miles east of the RBN. This control zone is
effective from 0800 to 1630 hours, local
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time, Sunday and Monday and from 0800 to

2300 hours, local time, Tuesday through .

Saturday, excluding Federal legal holidays,
or during the specific dates and times estab-
lished in advance by a Notice to Alrmen
which thereafter will be continuously pub-
lished in the Airport/Facllity Directory.

(Sec. 307(a), and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(¢));
sec, 6(c), Department of Transportation Act
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on De-
cember 4, 1978.

Wrrrrax E, MORGAN,
Director, Eastern Region.

[FR Doc. 78-34959 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
[Airspace Docket Number 78-(‘:3-26]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREAS LOW POINT
ROUTES, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE
AND REPORTING POINTS

Designation of Transition Area—
Fairbury, Nebraska

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The nature of this feder-
al action is to designate a 700' transi-
tion area at Fairbury, Nebraska; to
provide controlled airspace for aircraft
executing a new instrument approach
procedure to the Falrbury Municipal
Airport, which is based on a non-direc-
tional radio beacon (NDB) navigation-
al aid installed on the airport.

ZEIFFECTIVE DATE: February 22,
979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:

~Gary W. Tucker, Airspace Speclalist,

Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, Air Traffic Divislon, ACE-
538, FAA, Central Region, 601 East
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri
64106, Telephone (816) 374-3408.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The City of Fairbury, Nebraska, has
installed a Non-Directional Radio
Beacon (NDB), a navigational aid, on
the Fairbury Municipal Airport. The

establishment of an instrument ap-

proach procedure based on this navi-
gational aid entails designation of a
transition area at Fairbury, Nebraska,
at and above 700° above the ground
(AGL), within which aircraft are pro-
vided gir traffic control service. The
intended effect of this action Is to
ensure segregaton of aircraft using the
new approach procedure under Instru-
ment Flight Rules (IFR) and other
aircraft operating under Visual Flight
Rules (VFR).
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Di1ScussION OF COMMENTS

On Pages 48653 and 48564 .of the
FeperaL REeGIsTER dated October 19,
1978, the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion published a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making which would amend
§71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal Avi-
ation Regulations so as to designate a
transition area at Fairbury, Nebraska.
Interested persons were invited to par-
ticipate in this rule making proceeding
by submitting written comments on
the proposal to the FAA. No objec-
tions were received as a result of the
Notice of Proposed Rule Making. -

Accordingly, Subpart G, §71.181 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR 71.181) as republished on Janu-
ary 3, 1978 (43 FR 440), is amended ef-
fective 0901 G.mn.t. February 22, 1979,
by adding the following new transition
area:

FAIRBURY, NEBRASKA

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within 8 5-mile radius
of the Fairbury Municipal Alfrport Qatitude
40°10’59"N, longitude 97°09'54"W). Within 3
miles each side of the 173° course, extending
3 miles north from the 5-mile radius; within
2 miles each side of the 192° course, extend-
ing 3 miles north from the 5-mile radius.

(Sec. 3071(a), Pederal Aviation Act of 1938, as
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348); Sec. 6(c), Depart-
ment of rtation Act (49 US.C,
1655(c)); Sec. 11.61 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 11.61).)"

Nore.—The FPAA has determined that this
document Involves a proposed regulation
which is not considered to be significant
under the procedures and criteria
by Executive Order 12044 and as imple-
mented by interim Department of Transpor-
tiation guldelines (43 FR 9582; March 8,

978).

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
December 5, 1978.
JoHN E. SHAW,
Acling Director, Central Region.
[FR Doc. 78-34961 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am}

[4910-13-M]
_ [Alrspace Docket No. 78-NE-171

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREAS LOW POINT
ROUTES, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE
AND REPORTING POINTS

Alteration of Portsmouth, New Hamp-
shire (Pease AFB) 700-Foot Tronsi-
tion Area

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment. changes
the description of the Portsmouth,
New Hampshire (Pease AFB), T00-foot
transition area to provide added pro-
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tected airspace for helicopters execut-

ing a new special standard instrument

approach (RNAV-024) to the private
Wheelabrator-Frye Heliport. -

EFFECTIVE DATE: Ja.nua.ry 11, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Richard G. Carlson, Operations Pro-
cedures and Airspace Branch, ANE-

536, Air Traffic Division, Federal'

Aviation Administration, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington,
Massachusetts  01803; telephone
(617 273-’1285 : '

SUPPLEMI:NTARY INFORMATION
On Tuesday, October “10, 1978, a
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking was
published in the IFEDERAL REGISTER,
Volume 43, 196, Page -46549, stating

that the Federal Aviation Administra-

tion proposes to- enlarge the Ports-

mouth, New Hampshire (Pease AFB),

700-foot transition area so as to pro-
vide added protected airspace for heli-

copters executing a new special instru- -

ment approach procedure identified as

RNAV-024, serving the private Wheel- -

abrator-Frye Heliport.

Interested persons were lnv1ted to
participate in this rulemaking process
by submitting written comments on
the proposal to the Federa.l Aviation
_Administration.

No objections were received.

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT -

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor the description of the Portsmouth,
New Hampshire (Pease AFB), 700-foot
transition area in Subpart G of Part
71.181 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions [14 CFR 71.1811 is amended, ef-
fective 0901 GMT, January 11, 1979,
by adding the following'

And within 2.5 miles ea.ch side of the
Pease AFB VOR 188° radial, extending from
the 11 mile radiug area to 14 miles south of
the VOR.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1858
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a); sec. 6(c),-Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(0)) ) -

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts
. on December 1, 1978. -

«. ROBERT E. WHITTINGTON,
Director, New England Region.

(FR Doc. 78-34963 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]’

-
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[4910-13-M]
[Airspace Docket No. 78-NE-19]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL

" AIRWAYS, AREAS LOW POINT
ROUTES, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE
AND REPORTING POINTS

‘ Alferahon of Hariford, Connecticut,

- 700-Foot Transition Area

AGENCY:; Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule. . -

SUMMARY: This amendment changes
the description of the Hartford, Con-
necticut 700-foot. transition to provide
added protected airspace for .aircraft
executing two (2) new special MLS
standard instrument approach proce-

‘dures to Runways 4 and 22 at
‘Rentschler Field, East Hartford Con-

necticut.

EFFECTIVE DATE Ja.nua.ry 11, 1979. ‘

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Richard G. Carlson, Operations Pro-
cedures and Airspace Branch, ANE-
536, Air Traffic, Federal Aviation
Administration, 12 New England Ex-
ecutive Park, Burlington, Massachu-
setts 01803 telephone (617), 273-
7285. .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On Thursday, October 26, 1978, a
Notice ,of Proposed Rulemaking was
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER,
Volunie 43, No. 208, Page 49989, stat-
ing that the Federal Aviation Admmis
tration proposes to enlarge the Hart-
ford, Connecticut, 700-foot transition
area. This action would provide added
protected airspace for aircraft execut-
ing new standard instrument approach

‘procedures, to Runways 4 and 22,

Rentschler Field, East Hartford, Con-
necticut.

- Interested persons wete invited to
participate in this rulemaking process
by submitting written comments on
the proposal to the Federa.l Aviation

_ Administration..

No obJections Weré received
ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT
Accordingly, pursuant to the author-

- ity delegated to me by the Administra- ,

tor the description of the Hartford,

‘Connecticut, 700-foot transition area

in Subpart G.of Part 71.181 of the

Federal Aviation Regulations [14 CFR "~

71.1811 is amended, effective 0901
GMT, January 11, 1979, by:

-Deleting from the description, line T,
the words:

" Within 3.5 miles each side of 'a 130° bear-
ing from the Brainard NDB extending from
the NDB to 11.5 miles southeast of the
NDB; within 2 miles each:side of the center-
line of Runway 4 extending 10 miles from
the end of the runway; within 2 miles each

side of the centerline of Runway 22 ex-
tended 10 miles from the end of the runway.

And substituting in lieu thereof the
words:

Within 4.0 miles each side of Runway 4

“ centerline extended from the 9-mile radius

to 10 miles southwest of the runwdy thresh.
old and within 4.5 miles each side of
Runway 22 centerline extended from the 9-
mile radius to 10 miles northeast of the
runway threshold; within 3.5 miles each side
of a 130° bearing from the Brainard NDB

" extending from the NDB to 11.6 miles

southeast of the NDB.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 USC 1348(a); sec, 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 USC 1656(c)).) -

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts,
on December 1, 1978.

ROBERT E. WHITTINGTON,
., Director, New England Region.

[FR Doc. 78-34964 Filed 12-16-178; 8:46 am]

[4910-13-M]
[Airspace Docket No. 78-WE-14]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES,
CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND RE-
PORTING POINTS '

Alteration of VOR Federul Airway

AGENCY: Federal Aviatlon Adminis-
tration (FAA) DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment revokes
V-8 north alternate airway between
Seal Beach, Calif., and Pomona, Calif.,
and redesignates it from the INT of
the Seal Beach 073° and Pomona 202°
radials to"Pomona. This -action desig-

.nates as an airway the route that is

presently used as an arrival radar
vector route, thereby reducing the
communication and coordination time
required for its use.

EFFECTI'VE DATE Februnry 22,
1979, D

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Everett McKisson, Airspace Reg-
ulations Branch (AAT-230), Airspace
and Air Traffic Rules Division, Air
Traffic Service, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, = 800 Independence
Avenue SW. Washington, D.C.
20591; telephone: 202-426-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
' HISTORY

On October 23, 1978, the FAA pub-
lished for comment a proposal to rea-
lign a segment of V-8N Airway from
Pomonga to terminate at the INT of
Pomona 202°T(187°M) and Seal Beach
073°T(058°M) radials rather than at
Seal Beach (43 FR 49313).
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This action improves an arrival
- route into the Long Beach, Calif., ter-
minal airspace by designating a radar
vector route as an airway. Interested
Dbersons were invited to participate in
the rulemaking proceeding by submit-
ting written comments on the proposal
to the FAA. The only comment re-
ceived, expressed no objection to the
proposal. Section 71.123 of Part 71 was
republished in the FeEpErRAL REGISTER
-on January 3, 1978 (43 FR 307).

THE RULE

This amendment to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations realigns
the portion of V-8N southwest of
Pomona, so that it begins near the
AHETM intersection, rather than at
Seal Beach. This route is used as an
arrival route and its designation as an
airway will reduce the flight planning
and communication time required to
use it.

_ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me by the Administra-
tor, §71.123 of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71)
as republished (43 FR 307) and amend-
ed (43 FR 39753, 44480) is further
amended, ef.fectxve 0901 GMT, Febru-
ary 22, 1979, as follows:

“Under V-8, “inciuding a N alternate from
Seal Beach to Morman Mesa via Pomonas,
Calif.,” is deleted and “including a N alter-
nate from the INT of Seal Beach 073 and
Pomona, Calif.,, 202° radials to Morman
Mesa via Pomona,” is substituted therefor.
(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a));
Sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation Act
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.)

The FAA has determined that this
docunient involves a regulation ‘which
is not significant under the procedures
and criteria prescribed by Executive
Order 12044 and implemented by in-
terim Department of Transportation
guidelines (43 FR 9582 March 8,
1978).

Issued in Washmgton, D.C., on De-
cember 8, 1978.

WirrLiam E, BROADWATER,
Chief, Airspace and Air
. Traffic Rules Division.
[FR Doc. 78-34973 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

-

[4910-13-M]
SUBCHAPTER F—AIR TRAFFIC AND GENERAL
OPERATING RULES -

- [Docket No. 18583; Amdt. No, 1126]
PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES
. Miscelluneou; Amendments

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (F'AA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

SUMMARY: This amendment estab-
lishes, amends, suspends, or revokes
Standard Instrument Approach Proce-
dures (SIAPs) for operations at certain
airports. These regulatory actions are
needed because of the adoption of new
or revised criteria, or because of
changes occurring in the National Air-
space System, such as the commission-
ing of new navigational facilities, addi-
tion of new obstacles, or changes in air
traffic requirements. These changes
are designed to provide safe and effi-
cient use of the navigable airspace and
to promote safe flight operations
under instrument flight rules at the
affected airports.

DATES: An effective date for each

SIAP is specified in the amendatory

provisions.

ADDRESSES: Availability of matters
incorporated by reference in the
amendment is as follows:

For Examination—

1. FAA Rules Docket, FAA Head-
quarters Building, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is

located; or 3. The Flight Inspection

Field ' Office which originated the
SIAP.

‘For Purchase—

Individual SIAP coples may be ob-
tained from: 1. FAA Public Informa-
tion Center (APA-430), FAA Head-
quarters Building, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
or 2. The FAA Regional Office of the
region in which the affected airport is
located.

By Subscriplion—

Copies of all SIAPs, mailed once
every 2 weeks, may be ordered {rom
Superintendent of Documents, U.S.
Government Printing Office, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20402. The annual sub-
seription price Is $135.00.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Willlam L. Bersch, Flight Proce-
dures and Airspace Branch (AFS-

. 730), Aircraft Programs Division,
Flight Standards Service, Federal
Aviation Administration, 800 Inde-
pendence Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20591; telephone (202) 426-
8271.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

' This amendment to Part 97 of the

Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 97) prescribes new, amended, sus-
pended, or revoked Standard Instru-
ment Approach Procedures (SIAPs).
The complete regulatory description
of each SIAP is contained in officlal
FAA form documents which are incor-
porated by reference in this amend-
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ment under § U.S.C. 552(a2), 1 CFR
Part 51, and § 97.20 of the Federal Avi-
ation Regulations (FARs). The appli-
cable FAA Forms are idenfified as
FAA Forms 8260-3, 8260-4 and 8260-5.
Materials incorporated by reference
are available for examination or pur-
chase as stated above.

The large number of SIAPs, their
complex nature, and the need for a
special format make their verbatim
publication in the FepeEmar REGISTER
expensive and impractical. Further,
airmen do not use the regulatory text
of the SIAPs but refer to their graphic
depliction on charts printed by publish-
ers of aeronautical materials. Thus,
the advantages of incorporation by
reference are realized and publication
of the complete description of each
SIAP contained in FAA form docu-
ment is unnecessary. The provisions of
this amendment state the affected
CFR (and FAR) sections, with the
types and effective dates of the SIAPs.
This amendment also identifies the
alrport, its location, the procedure
identification and the amendment
number.

This amendment to Part 97 is effec-
tive on the date of publication and
contains separate -SIAPs which have
compliance dates stated as_effective
dates based on related changes in the
National Afrspace System or the appli-
cation of new or revised criteria. Some
SIAP amendments may have been pre-
viously Issued by the FAA in 2 Nation-
al Flight Data Center (FDC) Notice to
Alrmen (NOTAM) as an emergency
action of immediate flight safety relat-
ing directly to published aeronautical
charts. The circumstances which cre-
ated the need for some SIAP amend-
ments may require making them effec-
tive in less than 30 days. For the re-
maining SIAPs, an effective date at
least 30 days after publication is pro-
vided.

Further, the SIAPs contained in this
amendment are based on the criteria
contained in the U.S. Standard for
Terminal Instrument Approach Proce-
dures (TERPs). In developing these
SIAPs, the TERPS criteria were ap-
plied to the conditions existing or an-
ticipated at the affected airports. Be-
cause of the close and immediate rela-
tionship between these SIAPs and
safety in air commerce, I find that
notice and public procedure before
adopting these SIAPs in unnecessary,
impracticable, or contrary to the
public interest and, where applicable,
that good cause exists for making
:si%me SIAPs effective in less than 30

VS,

ADOPTION OF THE AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me, Part 97 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 97) is amended by establishing,
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amending, suspending, or revoking
Standard Instrument Approach Proce-
dures, effective at 0901 G.m.t. on the
dates specified, as follows:

1. By amending §97.23 VOR-VOR/
DME SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * Pffective February 22, 1979.

Benton Harbor, MI—Ross, Field, VOR Rwy
9, Amdt. 4.

. Benton Harbor, MI—Ross Field, VOR Rwy
27, Amdt. 13, ’

‘Detroit MI—Detroit City, VOR Rwy 33,
Amdt. 18.

« * ¢ Effective January 25, 1979,

San Luis Obispo;, CA—San. Luis Obispo
County, VOR-A, Amdt. 3. -

Daytona Beach, FL—Daytona Beach Re-
glonal, VOR Rwy 34, Original.

Crystal Lake, IL—Crystal Lake, VOR Rwy
26, Amdt. 5.

Grayslake, IL—Campbell VOR-A, ‘Amdt. 1.

Lockport; IL—Lewis-Lockport, VOR Rwy 9,
Amdt. 3.

Vandalia, IL—Vandalia Municipa.l VOR
Rwy 18, Amdt. 8.

LaPorte IN—LaPorte Muni, VOR-A, Amdt

Wm IN—Arens Field VOR/DME—A,

d

Paducah, KY—Barkley, VOR Rwy 4 Amdt.
12,

Charlotte, MI--Fitch H Beach, VOR Rwy
20, Amdt. 5.

Ionia, MI-—-Ionia County, VOR Rwy 21,
Amdt, 3.

Niles, MI—Jerry Tyler Memorial VOR Rwy
3, Amdt. 4.

Pa.scagoula, MS—Jackson County, VOR
Rwy 18, Amdt. 7.

St. Lou!s MO—Spirlt of St. Louis, VOR
Rwy 25, Original.

Greensboro. NC—Greensboro-High Point-
Winston Salem Regional, VOR._ Rwy 5,
Amdt.T.

Greensboro, NC—Greensboro-High Point-
Winston Salem Regional, VOR/DME Rwy
23, Amdt. 5.

Plattsburgh NY—Clinton County, VOR-A,
Amdt,. 15, '

ze'ove City, PA—Grove City, VOR-A, Amdt

State College, PA—University Park, VOR-B
Amdt. 6

* * * Fffective December 28, 1978

Havre, MT—Havre City-County, VOR Rwy
25, Amdt. 5

Blsmarck ND—Bismarck Municipal, VOR~
A, Amdt. 16.

Redmond, OR—Roberts Field, VOR—A,_

Amat. 3., -

Redmond, OR—Roberts Fiéld, VOR/DME
Rwy 22, Amdt. 1.

Moses Lake, WA—Grant County, VOR Rwy
3, Amdt. 2.

Moses Lake, WA—Grant County, VOR Rwy
21, Amdt. 2.

Moses Lake, WA—Grant County, VOR Rwy
32R, Amdt. 15.

* * * Effective November 30, 1978.

Wichita, KS—Cessna Aircraft Field, VOR/
DME-C, Amdt. 1.

Norte.—~The FAA published an amendment
in Docket No. 18462, Amdt. No, 1125 to
Part 97 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions (Vol. 43 FR No. 231.page 56029;
dated November 30, 1978) under section
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97.23 effective January 11, 1979, which is
hereby amended as follows:

Charlotte, NC—Douglas Muni, Vor Rwy 36R
Amdt. 8 change effective date of cancella-
tionr to December 28, 1978,

Charlotte, NC—Douglas Muni, Vor Rwy 36R
Orii'9 ’;glange effective date to December
28

2. By amending ,§97. 25 SDF—LOC—
LDA SIAPs identified as follows:

- .* * * Effective February 22, 1979.

_Benton Harbor, MI—Ross Field, LOC BC
‘Rwy 9, Amdt. 3.

* * ¥ Effective January 25, 1 979.

Sterling Rockfalls, IL—Whiteside County-
Joseph H. Bittorf Field, LOC (BC) Rwy 17,
Amdt. 1. . .

Plattsburgh NY—Cllnton County, LOC
< Rwy 1, Amdt. 1. .

* * * Effective December 28, 1978.

Baltimore, = MD-—Baltimore-Washington
Int’], LOC (BC) Rwy 33L, Amdt. 5, can-
celled.
Bismarck, ND—Bismarck Municipal, LOC/
DME BC Rwy 13, Amdt. 4.

*e s E’ffective November.27, 1978.

Petersburg, AK—Petersburg, LDA/DME-D,
JAmgdt. 2.

3. By a.mending §97.27 NDB/ADF
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * Effective February 22, 1979.

Monterey, CA—Monterey Peninsula, NDB
Rwy.10, Amadt. 8.

Benton Harbor, MI-—Ross Field NDB Rwy

27, Amdt. 5.

Boyne Falls, MI—Boyne Mountain NDB-A
Original.

Boyne Falls, MI—Boyne- Mountain NDB
Rwy 35, Amdt. 1, cancelled.-

Minocqua-Woodruﬁ', ‘WI—Lakeland,
Rwy 10, Amdt. 4.

Minocqua-Woodruff, WI—-Lakela.nd
Rwy 18, Amdt. 7. -~

Minocqua-Woodruff, WI—La.keland
Rwy 28, Amdt. 5.

Minocqua-Woodruff WI—Lakela.nd
.Rwy 36, Amdt. 2. ..

* * * Effective January 25, 1979.

Chicago, IL—Chicago O’Hare International,
NDB Rwy 32L, Amdt. 16.

Chicago, IL—Chicago O'Hare Intemational
NDB Rwy 32R, Amdt. 16.

Sterling Rockfalls, IL—Whiteside County-
J’osexéh1 H. Bittorf Field, NDB Rwy 7,
Amd

NDB
NDB
NDB

Michigan City, IN—Michigan City, NDB.

. Rwy 20, Amdt. 9.
Paducah KY—Barkley, NDB Rwy 4, Amdt.

8. . .
Ludington, MI—Mason County, NDB Rwy
25, Amdt. 4. ' .
Pascagoula, MS—Jackson County. NDB
Rwy 22, Amdt. 3. . .

* * * Ejfective December 28, 1978.

W!nston-Sa.lem NC—Smith Reynolds NDB
Rwy 33, Amdt. 18.

Bismarck, ND—Bismarck Munlcipal NDB
Rwy 31, Amdt. 26.

Redmond OR—Roberts Field, NDB Rwy 10,

. Amdt. 5
Moses La.ke, WA—Grant County, NDB Rwy
32R, Amdt. 11.

NDB °

4, By amending §97.20 ILS-MLS
SIAPs identified as follows:

* * * Effective February 22, 1979.

Monterey, CA—Monterey Peninsula, ILS
‘Rwy 10, Amdt. 20.

Benton Harbor, MI—Ross Field, ILS Rwy
27, Amdt. 2.

Detroft, MI—Detrolt City, 1LS Rwy 33,
Amdt. 4.

Lanslng, MI—Capital City, ILS Rwy 9,
Amdt. 2

* * * Effective January 25, 1979.

Chicago, II.—Chicago O’Hare International,
ILS Rwy 32L, Amdt. 18.

Chicago, IL—Chicago O’Hare International,
ILS Rwy 32R, Amdt. 16.

Sterling Rockfalls, IL—Whiteside County-
Joseph H. Bittorf Field, ILS Rwy 25,
Amdt. 5. .

Paducah, KY—Barkley, ILS Rwy 4, Amdt. 4,

San Angelo, TX—Mathis Field, ILS Rwy 3,

’ Apdt. 15.

* » » Bffective December 28, 1978.

Baltimore, MD-—Baltimore-Washington
Int’l, ILS Rwy 33L, Original.

Winston-Salem, NC—Smith Reynolds, 1LS
Rwy 33, Amdt. 117.

Bismarck, ND—Bismarck Municipal, ILS

" Rwy 31, Amdt. 217.

Redmond, OR—Roberts Field, ILS Rwy 22,
Original.

Moses Lake, WA—-Grant County, ILS Rwy
32R, Amdt. 13.

5. By amending § 97.33 RNAV SIAPs
identified as follows:

* * * Effective January 25, 1979.

Willows, CA—Willows-Glenn County, RNAV
Rwy 16, Original, cancelled.

Ft. Lauderdale, ‘'F1—Ft. Lauderdale-Execti
tive, RNAV Rwy 8, Original,

Pascagoula, MS—Jackson County, RNAV
Rwy 13, Amdt. 1.

Pascagoula, MS--Jackson County, RNAV

. Rwy 22, Amdt. 1.

Nmnk 4NJ—Newark Int'l, RNAV Rwy 11,

dt

State College, PA—University Park, RNAV
Rwy 6, Amdt. 2.

(Secs. 307, 313(a), 601, and 1110, Federal
Aviation Act of 1858 (49 U.S.C. §§1348,
1354(a), 1421, and 1510); Sec. 6(c), Depart«
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C.
1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.49(b)(3),)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
significant under the procedures and crite-
ria prescribed by Executive Order 12044 and
implemented. by interim Department of
Transportation guidelines (43 FR 9582;
March 8, 1978).

Issued in Washington, D.C. on De-
cember 8,.1978.
= JAME/S M. szs,

Chief,
Aircraft Programs Division.
Nore.—~The incorporation by reference in
the preceding document was approved by

the Director of the Federal Register on May |
12, 1969,

[FR Doc. 78-34952 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am)

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 243—MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1978



v

[6355-01-M]1
Title 16—~Commercial Practices
CHAPTER Il—CONSilMER PRODUCT
SAFETY COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTER B—CONSUMER PRODUCT
SAFETY ACT REGULATIONS

PART 1207—SAFETY STANDARD-FOR -

SWIMMING POOL SLIDES

Revisions to Safety Standard

AGENCY: Consumer Product Safety
Commission.

ACTION: Amendment to final regula.
tion.

SUMMARY: On January 19, 1976, the
Commission issued a final safety
standard for swimming pool slides. On
March 3, 1978, a federal court of ap-
peals set aside portions of that stand-
ard. For purposes of clarity, the Com-
mission, in this document, is deleting
those provisions of the standard set

- aside by the court and making editori-
. al changes in the sta.ndard to reﬂect

the deletions.
EFFECTIVE DATE: The revised

" standard became effective on Ma.rch 3,

1978.

' FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:

“David Thome, Directorate for Com-
pliance and Enforcement, Consumer
Product Safety Commission, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20207; telephone (301)
492-6400.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On Ja.nua.ry 19, 1976, the Commission

- issued in final form a consumer prod-

uct sa.fety .standard applicable to

pool slides (16 CFR Part
1207; 41 FR 2751). This standard took
effect on July 17, 1976., .

On March 3, 1978, the U.S. Court of
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit decided a
petition for review of certain provi-
sions of the Commission’s swimming
pool slide standard. The court set
aside §§ 1207.6 and 1207.7 of the stand-
ard, the sections relating to installa-
tion instructions and warning signs, re-

spectively. (Aqua Slide ‘N’ Dive Corpo-

ration v. Consumer Product Safely

" Commission, 569 F.2d 831 (5th Cir.
1978). The provisions of the standard °

concerning construction specifications
for  slides remain in ‘effect (Sections
1207.4 and 1207.5).

In the interest of clarity, the Com-
mission is amending the standard to
delete the text of those sections set
aside by the court. Section 1207.8, con-
cerning inspection of installed slides,
while not specifically set aside by the
court, is dependent on § 1207.7. Since
§1207.7 has been set aside by the
court, the text of §1207.8 is being de-
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- leted as well. The Commission is also

making editorial changes in the stand-
ard to reflect the deletions, particular-
1y at §1207.4. Section 1207.4¢(d), fur-
thermore, has been amended to refer-
ence, instead of the previous Federal
Hazardous Substances Act (FHSA)
regulations, the Commission’s new reg-
ulations under the Consumer Product
Safety Act (CPSA) concerning lead-
containing paint. (16 CFR Part 1303,
42 FR 44192), Therefore, the Commis-
sion amends Title 16, Code of Federal
Regulations, Chapber I, Part 1207, as
follows:

1. The table of contents to Part 1207
is amended by deleting the headings
for §§120%7.6, 1207.7 and 1207.8 and
substituting the word “revoked.”

2. The following footnote is added at
§ 1207.1(b) Findings:

(b) Findings®

*The Commission’s {indings apply to the
swimming pool slide standard that it pub-
lished on January 19, 1976 (42 FR 2751). On
March 3, 1978 the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Fifth Circuit set aside portions of that
standard (Aqua Slide ‘N’ Drive Corporation.
v. CPSC, 569 F.2d 831 (5th Cir. 1978)). On
December 18, 1978, the Commilssion pub-
lished revisions to.the standard which re-
flect the court's decision. However, the {ind-
ings have not been revised and they are
therefore not fully applicable to the revised
swimming pool slide requirements. For ex-
ample, the revised standard does not ad-
dress the risk of quadriplegia and paraplegia
(except insofar as the standard specifies a
low angle of attack of the slider into the
water) because the court set aslde the provi-
sions concerning installation instructions
and warning signs.

§1207.3 [Amended]

3. Section 1207.3 is amended to
delete the text of subsectlons (11),

(14), (20), and (31> and to insert the -

word ‘“revoked” under subsections
(11), (14), (20), and (31).

4. Section 1207.4 is amended to read
as shown below:

§12074 Recommended standards for ma-
terials of manufacture.

(a) General. The materials used in
swimming pool slides should.be com-
patible with man and compatible with
the environment in which they are in-
stalled. These materials should be ca-
pable of fulfilling the design require-
ments prescribed by § 1207.5.

(b) Effects of environment. The
choice of materials for swimming pool
slides should be such that the oper-
ational strength of the entire slide as-
sembly, as defined by the performance
tests in § 1207.5, should not be adverse-
1y affected by exposure to rain, snow,
ice, sunlight, local, normal tempera-
ture extremes, local normal wind vari-
ations, expected local air poliution
products, and the mechanical, electri-
cal, and ‘chemical environment in and
around swimming pools. For purposes
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of this Part 1207, “local normal” tem- -
perature extremes and wind variations

are defined as the average annual
record limits for the past 10 years at
any slide installation point in the
U.S.A. where such statistical informa-
tion exists (see reference (a) in
$1207.11) \\

L ] = E E -

(d) The selection of materials used
in swimming pool slides should be
such that the assembled and installed
products should not be toxic to man or
harmful to the environment under in-
tended use and reasonably foreseeable
abuse or disposal. All paints and fin-
ishes used on swimming pool slides
shall comply with 16 CFR 1303.2(bX2)
and 1303.4(a).

§1207.6 [Revoked] Figures N, O, P and
Tables 3, 4, and 5 [Deleted]

5. The text of §1207.6 is deleted, and
the word “revoked” substitued. Fig-
ures N, O, and P, and tables 3,4, and 5
are deleted.

§1207.7 [Revoked] F‘gm Q—X [De-
leted]

6. The text of §1207.7 is deleted, and
the word “revoked” substituted. Fig-
wes Q, R, S, T, U, V, W, and X are de-
leted.

-§1207.8 [Revoked]

7. The text of § 1207.8‘1(5 deleted, and
the word “revoked” substituted.

(Secs. 2,17, 9, 14, 30. Pub. L. 92-573, 86 Stat.
1207, 1212, 1215, 1220, 1236; (15 U.S.C. 2051,
2056, 2058, 2063, 2079))

Dated: December 12, 1978.

SavyYE E, DURNR,
Secretary, Consumer
Product Safety Commission. .

[FR Doc. 78-35119 Piled 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4810-22-M]
" Title 19—Customs Duties

CHAPTER |—UNITED STATES CUS-
TOMS SERVICE,- DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

LT.D. 718-452]

PART 4--VESSELS IN FOREIGN AND
DOMESTIC TRADES
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Addition of Sweden to the List of N~ .

tions Whose Registered Non-self-
propelled. Barges May Transporl'
Merchundnse Coastwise

AGENCY U.S." Customs Service, De-
partment of the Treasury.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Secretary_of State
has informed the Secretary of the
Treasury that the Government of
Sweden permits non-self-propelled

(LASH-type) barges of United States

registry to transport merchandise be-
tween points in Sweden in limited cir-
cumstances. This document amends
the Customs Regulations to extend re-
ciprocal - privileges ~ to LASH-type
barges of Swedish registry. ‘

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 22, 1978,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION

CONTACT:

‘Patrick J. Casey, Carriers, Drawback "

and Bonds Division, U.S. Customs
Service, 1301 Constitution Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20229. (202—
566-5706)

SUPPLE;\IENTARY ].'NFORMATION:,

BACKGROUND

Section 27, Merchant Marine Act,

1920, as amended (46 U.S.C. 883), pro-
vides generally that no merchandise
shall be transported by water, or by
land and water, between points in the
United States, except in vessels built
in and documented under the laws of
the United States' and owned by

United States citizens. Accordingly,

merchandise transshipped from one

foreign vessel to another at a point in

the United States embraced within the

.coastwise laws and thereafter unladen
at another coastwise point ordinarily
would be transporfed in violation of
the statute.

However, Public Law 92—163 (the
seventh proviso to 46 U.S.C.- 883) ex-
cepts merchandise transferred from a
non-self-propelled barge of foreign
registry ‘to another such barge from
the application of the statute if cer-
tain conditions are met. If the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, on the basis of
information furnished to him_ by the
Secretary of State, finds that the
‘nation of registry extends reciprocal
privileges to United States barges, he

may suspend the application ' of- 46 -

U.S.C. 883 to merchandise transported
betweén points in the United States
which, while moving in United States
foreign trade, is transferred from a
non-self-propelled . barge of- foreign
registry certified by the owner or oper-
ator to be specifically designed for car-
riage aboard a vessel, and regularly
carried aboard a -vessel in foreign
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trade, to another such barge owned or
leased ‘by the samée owner or operator.
This -exception - does_ not apply to
transportation between the continen-
tal United States and noncontiguous
states, districts, territories, and posses-
sions embraced withm the coastwise
laws.

The ba.rges referred:to ordinarily a.re
described. ‘as “LASH-type barges”,
which are defined in § 4.81(g), Customs
Regulations (19 CFR 4. 81(g)) as “un-
manned non—self-propelled barges spe-
cifically designed for-carriage aboard a
vessel and regularly carried aboard a
vessel in the foreign trade”.

The provisions of the seventh provi-
so to 46 U.S.C. 883 are implemented by
§4.81a(a), " Customs Régulations (19
CFR 4.8la(a)). The nations which
have been found to extend reciprocal
privileges to non-self-propelled barges

*of United States registry are listed in

§4.81a(b), Customs Regulations (19
CFR 4.81a(b)). -

The Secretary of State has informed
the Secretary of the Treasury that in
a diplomatic note dated June 22, 1978,
the Goveérnment of Sweden informed
the Department of State that Swedish

- legislation places no restrictions on

the carriage of merchandise by non-
self-propelled. barges of the type re-
ferred to, and under the conditions de-

scribed, in’ Public Law 92-163, and re-

quested reciprocity- for similar vessels
of Swedish registry.

FINDING

On the basis of the information re-
ceived from the Secretary of State, as
described above, I find that the Gov-
ernment of Sweden extends pnvileges
reciprocal to those outlinéd in Public

_Law 92-163 to ' non-self-propelled

barges of United States registry. Ac-

cordingly, the application of section

27, Merchant Marine Act, 1920, as

amended (46 U.S.C. 883),: to non-self-

propelled barges of Swedish registry is

ig:szpended, .effective as of June 22,
8 .

INAPPI.ICABILITY oF NoTICE AND DE-
LAYED ErFECTIVE DATE REQUIREMENTS

Because this amendment merely ‘im-
plements a statutory requirement,
notice and public procedure thereon
are unnecessary, and good cause exists
for dispensing with the delayed effec-
tive date provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553.

Anu:mmmm' TO THE REGULATIONS

§4.81a [Amended]

To provide for the reciprocal privi-
leges granted to non-self-propelled
barges of Swedish registry, pursuant
to the above finding, section 4.81a(b),
Customs, Regulations (19 CFR
4.81a(b), is -amended. by inserting

“Sweden” in the appropriate alpha-
betical .order in the list of nations
which éxtend simflar privileges to non-
self-propelled barges of United States
registry.

(Sec. 27, 41 Stat. 999, ss amended, sec. 14, 67

Stat. 516, Public Law 92-163 (6 U.S.C.' 301,
46 U.S.C. 883)J.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

» The principal author of this docu-
ment was Mark G, Jenkins, Regula-
tions and Legal Publications Division,
Office of Regulations 'and Rulings,
U.S. Customs Service. However, per-
sonnel from other Customs offices
participated in its development.

Dated December 6, 1978.

RICHARD J. DAvis,
Assistant Secretary
(Enforcement and Operations).

[FR Doc. 78-35075 Filed 12-16-78; 8:45 am]

[1505-01-M]
Title 20—Employee's Benefits

CHAPTER III—SOCIAL SECURITY AD-
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WEL-
FARE .

+ [Reg. No, 41

PART 404—FEDERAL OLD-AGE, SUR-
VIVORS AND DISABILITY INSUR-
ANCE (1950)

The Roﬁrement Tost
Correction

In FR Doc. '718-32413 appearing at
page 53713 in the issue of Friday, No-
vember 17 1978, make the following
corrections:

(1) On page 53713, in the third
column, the second full paragraph
under the heading “Dates”, in the
sixth line correct “January 16, 1978”
to read January 16, 1979”.
« (2) On. page 53716,
column:

(a) In the seventh'line down, insert
the modifier “a” between the words
“as” and “nonservice”.

.(b) In the first full paragraph, in the
fifth line insert a dash between the
words “part” and “time".

i¢e) In the third full paragraph. “the
fourth line up from the bottom of the
page the word “also” should be itali-
cized.

in the first

FEDERAL REGISTER,- VOL. ‘43, NO. 243—MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1978



AL

[4710-02-M]
Title 22—Foreign Relations

CHAPTER II—AGENCY FOR
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT,
DEPARTMENT OF STATE

PART 205—PAYMENTS TO AND ON
BEHALF OF PARTICIPANTS IN
'NONMILITARY ECONOMIC DEVEL-
OPMENT TRAINING PROGRAMS

Per Diem Payments

AGENCY: Agency for International =

Development (A.I.D.)
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: A.LD.’s regulations gov-
erning payments to participants-in
nonmilitary economic development
training programs are revised to pro-
vide increased per diem allowances for
those foreign participants who come
to the United States to obtain training
in academic or non-academic programs
under the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961. The increases are needed to meet
the rising cost of housing, food and
other items.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: _ .

Elizabeth C. Borcik, 202-235-1870.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

To meet the rapidly rising. costs of
housing, food and other items to par-

ticipants, the current scale of maxi-

mum per diem rates is increased from
$35 to $40 and from $45 to $65.

This revision brings AID Regulation
5 in conformity with 22 CFR Part 61,
Section 61.3, as revised March 31,
1978, concerning “Payments to and on
Behalf of Participants in the Interna-
tional Educational and Cultural Ex-
change Program”.

Since this revision relates solely to
per diem allowances for foreign par-
ticipants in A.ID.’s economic develop-
ment training program, and partici-
pants will receive actual notice of in-
creased allowances, notice of proposed
rulemaking and delayed effective date
under 5 U.S.C. 553 are not necessary.

Accordingly, 22 -CFR Part 205 is
amended to read as follows:

Sec. ..

205.1 Per diem rates. ~

205.2 Monthly maintenance.

205.3 Other allowances paid to partici-
pa_nts. N i -

205.4 Tuition.

-205.5 Health insurance.:

205.6 -Advance payment.
205.7 Additional authorization.

* AUTHORITY: Sec. 636(a), Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961, as amended (22 U.S.C.
2396)
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205.1 Per diem rates.

Participants in any training program
under the Foreign Assistance Act of
1961 other than Part II may receive a
per diem allowance in accordance with
the following rates:

(a) For participants in programs of
training in the United ‘States, a per
diem rate not to exceed $40 or, in ex-
ceptional circumstances such other
rates not to exceed $65 as the Admin-
istrator of the Agency for Internation-
al Development or his designee may
prescribe and such designee may be
authorized to redelegate such authori-
ty. Per diem rates apply to particl-
pants in travel status. Those in aca-
demic or non-academic residence
status receive monthly rates. Per diem
and monthly maintenance cannot be
paid for the same period.

(b) For participants in programs of
training in countries other than the
United States, a per diem allowance
not to exceed those prescribed in the
Standard Regulations (Government
Civilian, Foreign Areas).

§205.2 Monthly maintenance.

Academic participants enrolled in
educational institutions for one quar-
ter, semester, trimester, or longer will
receive monthly maintenances in per
diem at rates not to exceed those in
Section 61.5 of this Title. Participants
in non-academic programs who remain
in one city for more than thirty (30)
days will also receive a monthly rate
established by AID (DS/IT) in lieu of
per diem.

§205.3 Other Allowances Paid fo Partici-
pants.

Allowances for books, training equip-
ment, costs connected with prepara-
tion of the Master's thesis and prepa-
ration and publication of the Doctoral
dissertation and other necessary train-
ing expenses may be authorized for
participants. These allowances will not
exceed the maximums paid by ICA/
CU to grantees in similar programs.

§2054 Tuition.

Normal institution-established tu-
ition and related fees for approved
courses of study will be paid by AID.

§205.5 Health Insurance.

Premiums for health and accldent
insurance established by the training
institution or under AID contracts
with insurance carriers will be paid by
AID. In exceptional cases, in which
the participant cannot meet medical
expenses, AID, with appropriate ap-
proval, shall pay necessary medical ex-
penses with appropriated funds.

§205.6 Advance payment.

Per diem, monthly maintenance, and
other allowances to participants may
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be paid in advance when necessary and
appropriate.

§205.7 Additional authorization.

Any emergency, unusual or addition-
al payment deemed necessary for the
satisfactory completion of program ob-
jectives if allowable under existing au-
thority, whether or not specifically
provided for by this part, may be au-
thorized by the Assistant Administra-
tor for Development Support.

Dated: November 18, 1978.

Doxarp G. MACDORALD,
Assistant Administratorfor
Program and Management Services.

LFR Doc. 718-35029 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4830-01-M]
Title 26—Internal Revenve

CHAPTER I—INTERNAL . REVENUE
SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE
TREASURY

SUBCHAPTER A—INCOME TAX
(TD.75151 ,

PART 1—INCOME TAX; TAXABLE
YEARS BEGINNING AFTER DECEM-
BER 31, 1953

PART 301—REGULATIONS ON
PROCEDURE AND ADMINISTRATION

Jeopardy and Termination
Assessments

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service,
Treasury.

ACTION: Final regulations.

SUMMARY: This document contains
final regulations relating to jeopardy
and termination assessments. The reg-
ulations provide the public with guid-
ance concerning procedures relating to
jeopardy and termination assessments.

DATE: The regulations are effective
where notice and demand occurs after
February 28, 1977.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION -
CONTACT: -

David Jacobson of the Legislation
and Regulations Division, Office of
the Chief Counsel, Internal Revenue
Service, 1111 Constitution Avenue,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20224 (At-
tention: CC:LR:T) (202-566-3923).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
BACEGROUND

On August 2, 1978, the FepERAL REG-
ISTER published proposed amendments
to the Income Tax-Regulations (26
CFR Part 1) and the regulations on
Procedure and .Administration (26

~
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CFR Part 301) under sections 6851,
6861, 6862, 6863, and 7429 of the Inter-
nal Revenue ,Code of 1954 (43 FR
33937). The’ amendments were pro-
posed to_ conform the regu]atlons to
section 1204 of- the-Tax Reform Act of
1976 (90 Stat. 1695). No requests for a
public- hearing ‘were received and ac-
cordingly none was held. S

EXPLANATION OF REGULATIONS

The Tax Reform Act of 1976 amend-
ed section 6851 of the Internal Reve-

nue Code of 1954 to provide that a.

notice of deficiency be sent to a tax-
payer who has-been ‘assessed under
that section. This notice must be sent
to the taxpayer ‘within 60 days after
the later of the due date of the tax-
payer’s return or the date the return
is actually filed. The statutory notice
of deficiency allows the taxpayer to
contest a tax liability in the. United
States Tax Court.

The legislation also provides for an
administrative review by the Internal
Revenue Service of all jeopardy and
termination assessments upon a timely
request by the taxpayer. In addition,
the U.S. District Courts have jurisdic-
tion to review the Semce S determina-
tion.

In addition, section 6863 of the Code
has been amended to provide for a
stay on the sale of séized property
during the period for review of the
jeopardy and termination assessments
under section 7429,

ADDITIONAI. CONSIDERATIONS

These regulations are needed in

order to provide guidance to the public

as well as government employees re-

sponsible for the implementation of
sections 6851, 6861, 6862, 6863;. and
7429 of the Intemal Revenue Code of
1954, Considering both the direct and
indirect affects of these regulations, it
is believed that they satisfactorily im-
plement section 1204 of the Tax

Reform Act of 1976. Alternative ap- -

proaches were not considered because
the statutory language is clear. These
regulations do not institute new. rec-
ordkeeping or recording burdens. Eval-

uation of the effectiveness of the regu- -

lations after issuance will be based
upon comments received from offices

within the Internal Revenue Service

and,the Treasury Depa.rtment other
governmental agencies, State a.nd local
governments, and the public One

series of ' comiments ‘was. received.’

These comments did not result in any
changes to the proposéd regulations
because it was felt that the regulations
do not require additional clarification,
or the suggested changes would make
the regulatiorns inconsistent with  the
statute or the legislative history.-- °
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DRAFTING INFORMATION

‘The principal author of these regu-
lations is David Jacobson of the Legis-
lation and Regulations Division of the
Office of Chief Counsel, Internal Rev-
enue Service. However, personnel from
other offices. of the Internal Revenue
Service and-Treasury Department par-
ticipated in-developing the regulation,
bé')th on matters of substance and
style. . - -

Anomon or' AMENDMENTS TO THE
REGULATIONS

After careful consideration, the pro-
posed amendments to the regulations
are adopted subject to the following
clerical changes:

ParacraPH 1. Section 16851—1(&)(4)
as proposed is amended by deleting
“Citizens of the United States or its”
and inserting-in its place “Citizens of
the United States or of”.

Par. 2. ‘The second sentence of
§301.6862-1 (a) as proposed is amend-
ed by deleting “§1.6851-1 (a)(1)” and
inserting in its place “§1.6851-1
(a)(1Xi".

This Treasury.. decision is issued
under the authority contained in sec-
tion 7805 of the Internal Revenue
Codse -of 1954 (68A Stat. 917; 26 US C.
7805).

JEROME KURTZ, !
Commzsszoner of Internal
Revenue.

Approved December4 1978.

Donarp C. LUBICE, -
Assistant Secretary -
¢ of the Treasury. B

§1.443 [Deleted]

Paracrarg 1. Section 1.443 is de-
leted Sl

§ 1 443-1 [Amended]

“Par. 2 Pa.ragraph (a)X3) of §1.443-1
is deleted -

§ 1.6091 [Deleted]

PaRr. 3. Section 1.6091 is deleted.

‘PAR. 4. Section 1.6091-2 is amended
by-adding a new pa.ragraph (f) to read
asfollows: -

§1.6091-2 Place for filing income tax re-
turns. tr .

s

h
- * vos - .,

Y .o®

" (f) Returns of pérsons subject to a
terminatwn assessment. Notwith-
ita.ndmg paragraph (¢c) of this sec-
ion— .

" (1) Persons other than corporations.
Returns -of persons other than corpo-
rations' with respect to whom an as-

-sessment was made under section

6851(a) ‘with 'respect-to the taxable

-year shall bé filed with the district di-

'

" rector as provided In paragraph (a) of

this section.

(2) Corporations. Returns of corpo-
Tations with respect to whom an as-
sessment was made under section
6851(a) with respect to the taxable
year shall be filed with the district di-
rector as provided in paragraph (b) of
this section.

§1.6851 [Deleted]

PaRr. 5. Section 1.6851 is deleted.
PaR. 6. Section 1.6851-1 is amended

" to read as follows:

§1.6851-1 Termination
income tax. .

(2) Authority for making—(1) In gen-
eral. This section applies to assess-
ments authorized by a district director
under section 6851(a) (hereinafter re-
ferred to as termination assessments).
The district director shall immediately
authorize a termination assessment of
the income fax for the current or pre-
ceding taxable year if the district di-
rector finds that a taxpayer designs to
do an act which would tend to preju-
dice proceedings to collect the income
tax for such year or years unless such
proceedings are brought ' without
delay. In addition, the district director
shall immediately authorize such a
termination assessment if the district
director determines that the taxpayer
designs to do any act which would
tend to render - such proceedings
wholly or partially .ineffective unless
brought without delay. A termination
assessment will be made if collection is
determined to be in jeopardy because
at least one of the following conditions
exists.

(1) The taxpayer is or appears to be

assessments  of

_ designing quickly to depart from the

United States or to conceal himself or
herself.

(ii) The taxpayer is or appears to be
designing quickly to place his, her, or
its property beyond the reach of the
Government either by removing it
from the United States, by concealing

. it, by dissipating it, or by transferring

it to other persons.
; (1ii) The taxpayer’s financlal solven.
cy is or appedrs to be imperiled.

Paragraph- (a)(1)(ili) of this section
does not include cases where the tax.
payer becomes insolvent by virtue of
the accrual of the proposed assess-
ment of tax, and penalty, if any. A tax
assessed under this  sectfon shall
become immediately due and payable
and the district director shall serve
upon such taxpayer notice and
demand for immediate payment of
such tax.

(2) Computation of tax. If a termina-
tion assessment of the income tax for
the current year is made, the income
tax for such year shall be computed
for the period beginning on the first
day of such year and ending on the
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day of the assessment. A credit shall
be allowed for any tax for the taxable
year previously assessed under section
6851. The taxpayer is entitled to a de-
duction for the personal.exemptions
(as limited in the case of certain non-
resident aliens) without any proration
for or because of the short taxable
period.

(3) Taxzable year not affected by ler-
mination. Notwithstanding any termi-
nation assessment a taxpayer shall file
a return in accordance with section
6012 and the regulations thereunder
for the taxpayer’s full taxable year.
The term “full taxable year” means
the taxpayer’s usual annual account-
ing period determined without regard
to any action under section 6851 and
this section. The return shall show all
items of gross income, deductions, and
credits for such taxable year. Any tax
collected as a result of a termination
assessment; will be applied against the
tax due for the taxpayer's full taxable
year. Except as provided in §1.6851-2
(relating to departing aliens), mno
return is required to be filed for a ter-
mingated period other than s full tax-
able year. . .

(4) Evidence of compliance with
income lax obligations. Citizens of the
United States or of possessions of the
United States departing from the
United States or its possessions will
not be required to procure certificates

of compliance or to present any other

evidence of compliance with inéome
tax obligations. However, for the rules
relating to the furnishing of evidence
of compliance with the income tax ob-
ligations by certain departing aliens,
" see §1.6851-2.

(5) Section 6851 inapplicable where
.section 6861 applies. No termination
assessment for the preceding taxable
year shall be made after the due date
of the taxpayer’s return for such year
(determined with regard to extensions
of time to file such return). -

(b) Notice of deficiency. Where
notice and demand for payment (fol-
lowing a termination . assessment)
takes place after February 28, 1977,
the district director shall, within 60

"~ days after the later of—
(1) The date the taxpayer files a
return for the full taxable year; or
> (2) The due date of such return (de-
termihed with regard to extensions);
send the taxpayer a notice of deficien-
cy under section 6212(a). The amount
" of the deficiency shall be computed in
accordance with section 6211 and the
regulations thereunder. In applying
section 6211, the tax imposed and the
amount shown upon the return shall
be determined on the basis of the tax-
payer’s full taxable year. Thus, for ex-

ample assume that on November 1,°

1979, a termination assessment against
A, a calendar year taxpayer, is made in
the amount of $18,000. The termina-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

tion assessment is for the period from
January 1, 1979 through November 1,
1979. Further assume that on or
before April 15, 1980, A files a form
1040 showing an income tax liability
for the full year 1979 of $10,000. If the
district director determines A’s liabili-
ty for tax for 1979 is $16,000, a notice
of deficiency for $6,000 shall be sent to
A on or before June 14, 1980. Assum-
ing that the district director had col-
lected the $18,000 assessed, $2,000
shall be refunded.

(c) Immediate payment. The district
director shall make demand for imme-
diate payment of the amount of the
termination assessment, and the tax-
payer shall immediately pay such
amount or shall immediately file the
bond provided in section 6863.

(d) Abatement. The provisions of
§5301.6861-1(e) and 301.6861-1(f) re-
lating to the abatement of jeopardy
assessments, shall apply to assess-
ments made under section 6851.

§1.6851-2 [Amended]

Par. 7. The last sentence of para-
graph (b)(3)(iil) of § 1.6851-2 is amend-
ed by deleting “§1.6851-3" and insert-
ing in its place “§301.6863-1 of this
chapter (regulations on procedure and
administration).”

- Par. 8. Section 1.6851-3 is amended

to read as follows:

§1.6851-3 Furnishing of bond to insure
payment; cross reference.

See section 6863 and §301.6863-1 of
this chapter (regulations on procedure
and administration) for rules relating
to the furnishing of bond to stay col-

. lection.

§301.6091 [Deleted]

Pag. 9. Sectlon 301.6091 is deleted.

Par, 10. Paragraph (b) of §301.6211~
1 is amended by adding the following
new sentence at the end thereof:

§301.6211-1 Deficiency defined.

(b) * * * Any credit resulting from
the collection of amounts assessed
under section 6851 as the result of a
termination assessment shall not be
taken into account in determining a
deficiency. i

L L L * L J

§301.6861 [Deleted]

PaRr, 11. Section 301.6861 is deleted.

Par, 12, Section 301.6861-1 {s amend-
ed by adding & sentence immediately
after the first sentence of paragraph
(a), and by revising paragraph (f)(3).
The added sentence and revised para-
graph to read as follows: .
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§301.6861-1 Jeopardy assessments of
income, estate and gift taxes.

(a) Authorily for making. * * *

A district director will make an as-
sessment under this section if collec-
tion is determined to be in jeopardy -
because at least one of the conditions
described in §1.6851-1¢a)(1) (i), (id), or
if) (relating to termination assess-
ments) exists.* * * \

- - » - -

(f) Abatement if jeopardy does mot
aist. L 2R I J

(3) See section 7429 with respect to
requesting the district director to
review the making of the jeopardy as-
sessment.

§301.6862 [Deleted]

Par. 13. Section 301.6862 is deleted.

Par. 14. Section 301.6862-1 is amend-
ed by adding a sentence immediately
after the first sentence of paragraph
(a), and by adding a new paragraph
(c), the added sentence and new para-
graph to read as follows:

§301.6862-1 Jeopardy assessment of taxes
other than income, estate, and gift
taxes.

(a) * * * A district director will make
an assessment under this section if col-
lection is determined to be in jeopardy
because at least one of the conditions
described in §1.6851-1¢aX1) (i), (ii), or
(ili) (relating to termination assess-
ments) exists.* * *

] L = - -

{c) See section 7429 with respect to
requesting the district director to
review the making of the jeopardy as-
sessment.

.§301.6863 [Deleted]

PAR. 15. Section 301.6863 is deleted.

‘PArR. 16. Paragraph (aX1l) of
§301.6863-1 is amended to read as fol-
lows:

§301.6863-1 Stay of collection of jeopardy
assessments; bond to stay collection.

(a) General rule. (1) The collection
of an assessment under section 6851,
6861, or 6862 (referred to as a “jeop-
ardy assessment” for purposes of this
section) of any tax may be stayed by
filing with the district director a bond
on the form to be furnished by the dis-
trict director upon request.

L 3 ] - - L

PAR. 17. Paragraph (a) of §301.6863-
2 Is amended to read as follows:

§301.6863-2 Collection of jeopardy assess-
ment; stay of sale of seized property
pending Tax Court decision.

(a) General rule. In the case of an as-
sessment under section 6851, 6861, or
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6862, any property seized for the col-
lection of such assessment shall not
(except as provided in paragraph (b)
of this section) be sold until the latest
of the following occurs: :

(1) The - period provided in section
7429(a)(2) to request the district direc-
tor to review the action taken expires.

(2) The period provided in section
7429(b)(1) to file an action in U.S. Dis-

trict Court expires if a request for a -

redetermination is made to the district
director. )

(3) The U.S, District Court judgment
in such action becomes final, if a civil
action is begun in accordance With sec-
tion 7429(b). -

(4) In addition to the occurrences de-
scribed in paragraphs (a), (1), (2), and
(3) of this section, in the case of an as-
~ sessment of income, estate, gift, chap-

ter 41, 42, 43, or 44 excise taxes, until
, the la.test; of the following oceurs: -
(1) The expiration of the period pro-
vided in section 6213(a) w1thm which
- the taxpayer may f.ile a petltion with
the Tax Court; or
(ii) The decision of the Tax Court
becomes final, if a petition for redeter-
mination is ﬁled with the Tax Court
(whether before or after the. making
of the assessment).

However, notwithstanding paragraph
(a)(4)(}) of this section,.in the case of a_
termination assessment under. section”
6851, property seized may be sold after

the due date (determined with exten- .

sions) of the taxpayer’s return if the
taxpayer does not file a return by such
date. Furthermore, for the purposes of
paragraph (a)(4)(ii) of this section, a
petition will not operate as a further
stay of the sale of the selzed Jproperty
unless theé taxpayer files a bond as
provided in section 7485. :

* *® &, = *

PAr.'18. The following sections- are
inserted in the appropriate plape. L

§301.7429—1‘ iieview of .jeopardy and‘.‘t'e'x":
mination assessment procedures; infor-
mation to taxpayer

Not later than 5 days after the day -

on which an assessment is made under
section 6851(a), 6861(a). or 6862, the
district director shall provide the tax-
payer a written statement setting
forth the information upon:which the
district director: relies in authorizing
such assessment.

§301.7429-2 Review of Jeopardy and ter-
mination assessment procedures; ad-
ministrative review.

(a) Request for " administrative
review. Any request for the review of a
jeopardy or termination assessment
provided "for by section 7429(a)(2)
shall be filed with the district director
within 30 days after the statement de-
scribed in §301.7429-1 is given to the
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taxpayer. However, if no statement is
given within 5 day period described in
§ 301.7429-1, any request for review of
the jeopardy or termination assess-

-ment ‘shall be filed within 35 days

after the date the assessment is made.
Such request shall be in writing, shall
state fully the reasons for the request,
and shall be supported by such evi-
dence as-will enable the district direc-
tor to make the redetermination de-
scribed in séction 7429(a)(3).

- (b) Administrative review. In deter-

mining whether the assessment is rea-'

sonable and the amount assessed ap-
propriate, the district director shall
take into account not only informa-
tion available at the time the assess-
ment is made but also information
which subseguently becomes-available.

(c) Abatement of assessment For
rules relating to the abatement of as-
sessments made under sections 6851

. and 6861 see §§ 301.6861-1(e), 301.6861-
-1¢f), and 1.6851-1(d) of this chapter

§ 301.7429-3 " Review .of jeopardy and ter-
mination assessment procedures, judi-
cial action. -

(a) Time for bringing judicial
action. An action for judicial review

~ described in section 7429(b) may be in-

stituted by the taxpayer during the
period:beginning on the earlier of—

( 1) The date the district director no-
tifies the taxpayer:of the determina-
tion described in section 7429(a)(3); or

(2) The 16th day after the request

described in section 7429(a)(2) was,

made by the taxpayer;

and ending on.the 30th day thereafter.
. (b) Extension of period for judicial
review. The U.S. Government may not
seek an extension of the 20 day period

_ described in section '7429(b)(2), but it

may join with the taxpayer in seeking
such an extension.

[FR Doc. 78-35037 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6820-22-M]
Title 41—Public Contracts and
« Property Manugemeni

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY

. MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS
) SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAI.
- APPENDIX—TEMPORARY REGULATIONS

[FPMR Temp. Reg. A-12, Supp. 11

CENTRALIZED HOUSEHOLD GOODS
TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT -

-AGENCY: Federal Supply Service,

General Services Administration.
ACTION: Temporary regulation. ~ *
SUMMARY: By this regulation, GSA

is extending the expiration date of,

FPMR Temporary  Regulation A-12,

~

Centralized household -goods traffic
management, to allow additional time
to review the program and develop
and issue a permanent regulation.

DATES: Effective date: December 1,
1978. Expiration date: May 31, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: ‘

Mr. John I, Tait (703-557-1914) Di-
rector, Regulations and Manage-
.ment Control Division.

(Sec. 205(c), 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. 486(0))

In 41 CFR Chapter 101, tHe follow-
ing temporary regulation is added to
the appendix at the end of Subchapter
A to read as follows:

1. Purpose.. This regulation extends the
expiration date of FPMR Temporary Regu-
lation A-12 to allow additional time to
review the program and develop and Igsue a
permanent regulation.

2. Effective dale. This regulation is effec-
tive December 1, 1978,

. 3. Ezpiration date. This regulation éxplres
May 31, 1979,

¥

Dated: December 5, 1978.

PavuL E. GOULDING,
ActmgAdministra torof
General Services,

[FR Doc. 78-35027 Filed 12—15—78. 8:45 am] .

[4910-60-M] /
Title 49—Transportation

CHAPTER 1—RESEARCH AND SPECIAL

PROGRAMS ADMINISTRATION, DE-
PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
MATERIALS TRANSPORTATION
BUREAU !

[Docket No, HM~136; Amdt. No. 176-521

PART 178—SHIPPING CONTAINER
SPECIFICATIONS

Location of Manhole Assemblies and
Certification Plates on Cargo Tanks

AGENCY: Materlals Transportation
Bureau, Research and Special Pro-
grams Administration, D.O.T.

ACTION: Fing.l rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment to the
DOT Hazardous Materials Regulations
prohibits the manhole assembly on a
newly constructed MC 331 cargo tank
from being located on the: front head.
This change will limit the location of a
manhole assembly on a MC 331 cargo
tank to areas which will reduce the po-
tential hazard should an accident
occur during transportation. Any MC
331 cargo tank having a manhole as-
sembly on the front head and con-
structed prior to July 1, 1979, need not
be n%odiﬁed to meet this new require-
men
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Also, this amendment authorizes the
required certification plate for MC
306, MC 307, and MC 312 cargo tanks
to be attached to an integral support-
ing structure and permits riveting as a
method for certification plate attach-
ment. This change will provide an al-
ternate location for certification plate
attachment and will permit an addi-

tional method for permanently affix-’

ing the certification plate.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 15,
1978.

FOR FURTEZEIR, ]NFORMATION
CONTACT:

- Douglas A. Crockett, Standards Divi-
sion, Office of Hazardous Materials
Regulation, Materials Transporta-
tion Bureau, 2100 Second St. S.W.,

‘Washington, D.C. 20590, phone 202/

426-2075.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Materials Transportation Bureau

(MTB) published a notice of proposed

rulemaking under Docket HM-136 on
April 30, 1976 (41 FR 18093, Notice 76-
4). This notice proposed that 49 CFR
178.337-6 be amended to require the
manhole assembly to be located in the
upper quadrant of the rear hemisphe-
rical head of MC-331 cargo tanks and
that 49 CFR 178.340-10 be amended to
authorize the attachment of certifica-
tion plates to an integral supporting

structure of MC-306, MC-307, and

MC-312 cargo tanks. Also, the notice
proposed that riveting and soldering
be prohibited as methods for affixing
certification plates to these cargo
tanks. Consideration has been given to
all comments received as they relate to
matters within the scope of the notice.

I. L.ocaTION OF MANHOLE ASSEMBLIES

That portion of the notice which
proposed the specific location of the
manhole asseinbly on a MC 331 cargo
tank was based on a recommendation
of the National Transportation Safety
Board (NTSB). This recommendation
(NTSB No. H-73-20) was contained in
the NTSB’s report, identified as
NTSB-HAR-73-3, covering an accident
on March 9, 1972, which involved a
MC 331 cargo tank transporting pro-
pane- near Lynchburg, Virginia. The
NTSB recommendation stated that
«* = * the Department of Transporta-
tion and the Tank Truck Technical
Council consider the desirability of
amending 49 CFR-178.337-6 (Closure
for manhole) to require that all man-
hole assemblies in MC 331 pressure
vessels manufactured after a specified
date be located in the upper quadrant
of the rear hemispherical head to
minimize the possibility of manhole-
assembly.collision with other vehicles
or objects.” The rationale for this rec-
ommendation, developed from a de-
tailed study of the accident, was that
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the location and design of the man-
hole cover assembly in the front hemi-
spherical tank head allowed the as-
sembly to transmit accldent impact
loadings which caused failures in the
head and shell materials. On the basis
of the NTSB report and recommenda-
tion, the MTB published Notice 76-4
affecting § 178.337-6.

Enumerated in the notice were a
number of reasons why manhole as-
semblies should not be located in the
front head of MC 331 cargo tanks:

1. The upper portion of the front
head of a MC 331 cargo tank is more
likely to be exposed to high impact
loadings in an accident than would the
similar location at the rear of the
tank.

2. The nature of 2 manhole assembly
is such that frontal impact loadings
would dissipate energy over a relative-
1y stiff manhole cover and manhole re-
inforcing materials.

3. Impact loadings hitting a manhole
assembly could allow the assembly to
transmit these loadings to the head
and shell materials causing failure.

4. If a tank head rather than a man-
hole assembly receives an initial
impact, the shock would be distributed
rather than concentrated in a limited
area susceptible to failure.

The majority of commienters did not
argue with these reasons but they
took exception to the proposed regula-
tion which would require the manhole
assembly to be .located in the upper
quadrant of the rear hemispherical
head. The following is a summary of
the comments which argue against the
proposed manhole assembly location:

1. Rear heads on MC 331 cargo tanks
are not always hemispherical but quite
often eliptical, and installation of
manhole assemblies on these type
heads is very difficult unless installed
at the center line.

2. When the manhole assembly is on
the center line of the rear head rather
than a rear quadrant, the manhole
cover plate can be recessed so gauges
and other appurtenances can be used
at that location for protection during
incidents.

3. Restricting manhole assemblies to
the rear head would effectively pro-
hibit construction of compartmentized
tanks, would preclude the location of
manhole assemblies in the sheil, and
would conflict with the present re-
quirements for manhole assemblies to
be located in the top of the tank when
designed and constructed for chlorine
service.

4. In case of overturn, a center line
location in the rear head would pro-
vide a safer location than the upper
quadrant.

The MTB has carefully reviewed
these comments and baslcally agrees
with the majority of commenters that
restricting the location of the manhole
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assembly to the upper quadrant of the
rear hemispherical head of a MC 331
cargo tank is not necessary.

Several commenters expressed dif-
ferent views. One commentér argued
that a manhole assembly located at
the center of the front head of a tank
would add strength to the head in the
event of a frontal impact. The MTB
does not agree and is of the opinion
that since most accidents occur when a
cargo tank is moving forward, if an
impact Is to occur to the tank, it will
probably occur to the front head.
‘When this impact ocgurs, it is better
for the impact to be distributed across
the head which is convex and is the
strongest portion of the tank rather
than have the impact against a flat
surface such as a-manhole cover. Be-
cause the manhole cover is flat and
relatively stiff, the impact will be
transmitted to the head and shell and
not absorbed by the manhole cover.

Another commenter stated that a
manhole assembly located in the shell
would permit an impact force to be
distributed over a greater and stronger
area than either head and the impacts
upon such a manhole assembly would
be less intense than one in either
head. The MTB agrees that location
of a manhole assembly in the tank
shell is an acceptable location. Cur-
rently, the regulations prescribe the
manhole assembly to be located on<he
top of the tank when used for chlorine
service. Since experience has not dic-
tated a necessity to change this man-
hole assembly location, even in chlo-
rine service, the MTB.has hot prohib-

‘ited the manhole assembly from being

located in the tank shell.

In summary, the MTB agrees with
the NTSB findings and feels the man-
hole assemblies should nof be permit-
ted In the front head of MC 331 cargo
tanks because of the reasons enumer-
ated in the notice of proposed rule-
making. However, based upon a review
of the comments, the MTB does not
agree with the NTSB that it is neces-
sary for manhole assemblies on all MC
331 cargo tanks constructed after a
specific date to be located in the upper
quadrant of a rear hemispherical
head.

II. LocatiOoN OF CERTIFICATION PLATES

That portion of the notice which
proposed the attachment of the certi-
{ication plate to an integral support-
ing structure of MC 306, MC 307, and
MC 312 cargo tanks as an alternate to
attachment of the plate to the cargo
tank shell was submitted by the Truck
Trailer Manufacturers Association
(TTMA). In their petition, TTMA also
requested that riveting be permitted
as another method of affixing cargo
tank certification plates. TTMA’s rea-
sons for support of these proposed
changes were contained in the pream-



58820

ble of the notice of proposed rulemak-

ing.

There was only one ob;ectlon raised
by a commenter regarding the pro-
posed change involving attachment of
the certification plate to an integral
supporting structure. This commenter
stated that the present wordingis ade-
quate and the proposed changed is
more , restrictive ‘since it eliminates
other possible areas (other than the
‘tank shell) of affixing the certification
plate. It was_suggested by the com-
menter that the present wording of
the regulation remain unchanged and
that MTB provide an interpretation to
TTMA which permits the certification
" plate to be attached to a structural
member of a cargo tank. The MTB dis-
agrees with this commenter since the
definition for a cargo tank in §171.8
specifically means a tank and does not
include supporting. structural mem-
bers. In addition, the second- sentence
of §178.340-10(b) in the present regu-
lations specifies that the certification
plate “shall be permanently affixed to
the tank” and not any other location.
. A few commenters .also stated that
the certification plate requirements
for specification cargo tanks' differ
from the certification plate require-
ments for tanks built to ASME Code
requirements.. They state the ASME
Code plates are different in configura-
tion and information content; there-

fore; the reference made in the.notice -

-to attachment of  the certification

plate as required by the ASME Code is
not appropriate. It was also pointed

-out " that : pressure vessel inspectors
may be reluctant to stamp a combined
ASME/DOT plate since they would be
implying certification of compliance
with DOT regulations which is not
their area of expertise. Based .on
knowledge and information available,
the MTB disagrees with these com-
menters. It is true the ASME Code
plate requires certain information that
differs from the DOT certification
plate; however, MTB has determined
that there are safety advantages asso-
ciated with attaching only one plate to
a tank. Therefore, one plate may be

used to satisfy both DOT and ASME

requirements. In addition, MTB. has
not been informed of pressure vessel
inspectors objecting to certifying a
combined DOT/ASME plate required
to be affixed to a tank shell. .
Some of the other differences be-

tween this amendment and the notice ,

proposed on April 30, 1976, should be
reiterated.

The proposed prohlbxtion against af-
fixing certification plates by means of
riveting and soldering has. been
dropped. Several commenters strongly
objected to the prohibition on the
basis that it would increase production
costs without any commensurate

safety increase and there is no justifi-

§178.337 - Specification MC _331;
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.oa.tion for the economic impact of re-
‘moving,
.plates that are riveted or soldered.

relocating, and resecuring
After reconsideration, the MTB agrees
with these comments and has author-
ized riveting and soldering as means of
attaching certification plates.

The proposal to'require the-certifi-
cation plate to be of such construction,
or attached'in such a way, that remov-
al of 'the plate would, depending on
where it is attached, either destroy
the structural integrity of the tank or
the plate so as to prevent their future
use. has been reconsidered. A com-
menter objected to such a provision on
the basis that the proposed safeguards
are an unnecessary expense without
any ‘commensurate value to the user
or purchaser of the tank. The com-
menter also observed the certification

splate would have to be paper thin in

order to be destroyed if removal were
attempted and this is contrary to the
requirement{ that the plate be of such
thickness to withstand corrosion and
abrasion from general usage. The
MTB ‘has determined that this provi-
sion is unnecessary because the regula-
tions currently provide adequate s

tions against improper certification of

design and construction of a cargo

tank packaging. See §§ 1'73 24(c) and
178.0-2(a) and (b). - -
In summary, §178.340-10(b) has

‘been amended to provide the option of

attaching a certification plate to the

-tank shell or an integral supporting

structure. Riveting and soldering are
now authorized as acceptable methods
for affixing a’certification plate. The
related provisions addressing. the in-
tegrity of the’ plate and its removal
have been deleted from the sectfon.

In consideration of the foregoing,

Part 178 of Title 49, Code of Federal

Regulations is ameénded as follows:

. 1. In §178.337, §178.337-6 is amend-
ed by adding paragraph (b) to read as
follows:

cargo
tanks constructed of steel, primarily
for transportatxon of compressed gases
as defined in_ the Compressed Gas Sec-
tion. : .

o 4
] - .. * .

§178.337-6 Closure for manhole.
'S : . * - e

(b) The manhole assembly of cargo
tanks constructed after June 30, 1979,
may not be located on the front head

,of the tank, ,
. 2.1In §178.340, § 178.340-10 the intro--

ductory text of paragraph (b) is re-

. vised to read as follows:

§178.340 General design and construction

. requirements applicable to specificn.

tion MC 306 (§178.341), MC 307

. (§178.342), and MC 312 (§178.343)
, cargo tanks. .

- o - . .

§178.340-10 Certification,

-

. . . . .

(b) Metal certification plate. Each
cargo tank, or tank compartment if
constructed to a different specifica-
tion, must have a metal certification
plate attached to its shell or to an in-
tegral supporting structure. The metal
certification plate, not subject to cor-
rosion, must b& located on the right
side, near the front, in a place readily
accessible for inspection. Each plate
shall be permanently affixed by means
of brazing, welding, soldering, riveting,
or other equally suitable means. The
plate must be marked in characters at
least 3/16-inch high by stamping, em-
bossing, or other means of forming let-
ters into or on the metal of the plate
itself at least the information pre-
scribed in paragraphs (b)(1) and (b)(2)
of this section. The plate may not be
painted as to obscure the marking
thereon. A combination ASME/DOT

- certification plate is authorized.

» » » * *

(49 U.S.C. 1803, 1804, 1808; 40 CFR 1.63(c).)

Nore.—~The Materials Transportation
Bureau has determined that this final
amendment will not have a major economic
impact under the terms of Executive Order
12044 and DOT implementing procedures
(43 FR 9582). A regulatory evaluation s
available for review in the docket.

Issued in Washington, D.C. Decem-
ber 1, 1978.

L. D. SANTMAN,
Director,
Materials Transportation Bureau.

) [FR Doc. 718-34950 Filed 12-16-78; 8:46 am]

[4910-59-M]

CHAPTER V—NATIONAL HIGHWAY
TRAFFIC SAFETY ADMINISTRA-
TION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

{Docket No. 75-16; Notice 251

PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR
VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS

Air Brake Systems

AGENCY: National Highway Tra.ffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This notice amends the
air brake standard to further extend
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eXisting exclusions for heavy hauler
trailers, auto transporters, and other
specialized vehicles from certain re-

quirements and withdraws two recent..

changes in road test procedures. These
. actions follow judicial review of the
standard, and are intended to provide
- direction with regard to the future of
the air brake standard.

DATES: Effective date of a.mendments
is December 18, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Petitions for reconsid-
eration should refer to the docket
number and be submifted to: Room
5108, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh
Street., S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
- CONTACT:

Mr. Duane Perrin, Office of Vehicle
Safety Standards, National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration,
‘Washington, D.C. 20590 (202) 426-
2153.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Standard No. 121, A4ir Brake Systems
(49 CFR 571.121); regulates the brak-
ing system performance of air-braked
trucks, buses, and trailers. The stand-
ard has been in effect for trailers since
January 1, 1975, and for trucks and
buses since March 1, 1975. Require-
ments are established for the service,
‘emergency, and parking brake systems
of these vehicles.

TEST PROCEDURES

Certain aspects of the air brake
standard were invalidated by court
action in PACCAR v. Nalional High-
way Traffic Safety Administration
and Department of Transportation,
573 ¥2d. 632" (9th Cir. 1978), cert.
denied— U.S. —.(October 2, 1978) (47
U.S.L. W. 3190 (Sup. Ct.)) as detailed
in a recent agency notice (43 FR
48646; October 19, 1978). The agency
fulfilled the court’s remand with

regard to modification of test proce--

dures on August 25, 1978 (43 FR 39390;
September 5, 1978), by means of sever-
al amendments. Notice and opportuni-
ty for comment were not provided, be-

_cause the NHTSA judged that the -

modifications would not involve addi-
tional requirements for any person
and reinstitution of the test proce-
dures was found to be in the public in-
terest. However, six petitions for re-
consideration of some of the modifica-
tions have been {filed by parties that
argued that changes may or do in fact
cause some changes in the standard’s
requirements.

——
o
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Freightliner Corporation objected to
the specification of a 150° to 200°F. ini-
tial brake temperature for stopping
tests as the agency's method of estab-
lishing the test intervals, Freightliner
explained that some of its hrake de-
signs could not provide the required
60-mph stopping distances if initial
brake temperatures were above 180°F.
The other commenters, in contrast,
pointed out that metallic linings and
disc brake technology argued for a
higher initial brake temperature in
some cases. The American Trucking
Associations (ATA) suggested speclfi-
cation of a time period between repet-
itive tests as & means of fulfilling the
court remand for test intervals.

In view of these possible substantive
changes represented by the specifica-
tion of an interval between repetitive
road tests, the agency concludes that
the wisest course of action would be to
revoke the initial brake temperature
specification and propose a new
method, following consideration of the
data and suggestions supplied by man-
ufacturers. Withdrawal of the test in-
terval specification is accomplished in
this notice.

All petitioners requested that the
modification of skid number specifica-
tion be reconsidered. The agency met

-the court’s objection to specification

of a single value for the “skid resis-
tance” characteristics of the test track
by substitution of a range of permissi-
ble values. Commenters differed sig-
nificantly with the agency both over
the meaning of the court's opinion
and the consequence of the modifica-
tion adopted by NHTSA. Although the
NHTSA does not believe that its modi-
fication had a substantive effect on
the requirements of the standard, it is
clear that there is a difference of opin-
ion about the court’s holding, and the
NHTSA again conslders the wisest
course of action to be revocation of
the skid number range to permit a
proposal and opportunity for com-
ment. The substitution of the updated
and uncontroversial ASTM test
method and tire is not revoked. .
No other aspect of the test proce-
dure modifications was cited by com-
menters as a source of specific con-

As for the period of time that the
skid number range and initial brake
temperature requirements were in
effect (from August 25th to the date
of publication of this notice), the
agency hereby states that it will not
pursue cases that arose as a conse-

In response to the court’s order for a *quence of these requirements during

specific criterion for the interval be-
tween “repetitive " tests, the standard
was amended to specify initial brake
temperatures prior to the tests. Brake
temperatures are partly a function of
the time that brakes have to cool be-
tween tests.

1t;ze short period that they were effec-
ve. -

VEHICLE EXCLUSIONS

Auto transporters and heavy hauler
trailers have been excluded from
Standard No. 121 until January 1,
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1979, due to the distinctive construc-
tion or use of these vehicles that make
compliance with certain aspects of the
standard more difficult. Four years of
additional time were granted to manu-
facturers of these vehicles in’order for
them to work out solutions to their
distinctive equipment problems. The
Truck Trailer Manufacturers Associ-
+ation (TTMA) recently petitioned the
NHTSA for permanent exclusion of
heavy.hauler trailers from the stand-
ard, based on hardware problems and
related reasons.

The NHTSA proposed some contin-
ued exclusions for these and related
vehicle types (43 FR 41056; September
14, 1978). The nature of the proposed
exclusions was based on equipment
space considerations, rough terrain
use of some of the vehicles, and most
importantly, on the uncertainty over
future road testing requirements cre-
ated by pendency of the Ninth Circuit
litigation. It was accordingly proposed
that heavy hauler trailers and auto
transporters be temporarily excluded
from stopping distance requirements,
including the “no lockup” and related
reservoir size requirements. Also,
heavy haulers, pulpwood trailers, and
straddle trailers would be permitted
the same option as agricultural trail-
ers and converter dollies have to meet
only the emergency breakaway re-
quirements and no parking brake re-
quirements.

The proposed temporary exclusions
from the road test and reservoir
volume requirements were supported

by Freightliner and General Motors, -

manufacturers of tractors for auto
transporter use, and by Delavan In-
dustries, Inc.,, an auto transporter
manufacturer. The California High-
way Patrol (CHP) and Wagner Elec-
tric Co., a brake component manufac-
turer, expressed concern that the ex-
clusions not be made permanent, and
that these vehicles eventually be re-
quired to exhibit the same perform-
ance as other air-braked trucks and
trailers. No date for compliance was
suggested. TTMA requested a review
of the reservoir volume requirements
for all vehicles in light of the PACCAR
decision, and suggested a reduced
volume requirement for trailers. No
other comments on these subjects
were received.

This amendment makes final ‘the
temporary exclusions from road test
and reservoir volume requirements for
heavy hauler trailers and auto trans-
porters. No termination date for the
exclusions was proposed or is made in
the final rule, but manufacturers of

. these vehicles must be and are hereby

placed on notice that these exclusions
are not made as permanent exclusions.
The temporary exclusions will there-
fore remain in effect until a final deci-
slon Is made regarding the reservoir
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volume and stopping distance require-
ments for all vehicles. Notice and op-
portunity for comment will precede
any amendment of the reservoir
volume and stopping distance require-
ments. °

The CHP requested rewording of the
exclusion of auto transporter tractors
from the road test requirement in
§5.7.1, to avoid confusion over the ref-
erence to such requirements in §5.7.3.
The wording is changed to expand the
exclusion to both §5.7.1 and §5.7.3.

The proposed permanent exclusion
from the parking brake requirements
for heavy hauler trailers was support-

.éd by TTMA and. Fontaine Truck

1

BEquipment Co., a heavy hauler trailer
manufacturer. The CHP expressed the
desire that the exclusion be only tem-
porary, and be reviewed in the future
when more compact parking brake de-
signs are available. The National Auto-
mobile Transporters Association
(NATA), and two auto transporter
manufacturers, Delavan and Cottrell-
Sullivan, requested permanent exclu-
sion from the parking brake require-
ment for auto transporter trailers as
well. Reasons cited were the problems
of mounting the parking brake compo-
nents and the associated air reservoirs
without loss of cargo-carrying capac-

ity, lack of availability of more com- -

pact hardware, and. the short lead
time to redesign equipment by Janu-
ary 1, 1979. NATA also noted that
auto transporters usually operate as
married units, and have a good safety
record. Another manufacturer, Traffic
Transport Engineering, requested per-
manent exclusion from the entire
standard, based on the same argu-
ments.

The NHTSA is aware that 'auto
transporter manufacturers are pre-
sented with difficult hardware packag-
ing problems related to parking brakes
on trailers, but is also aware that pro-
totype auto transporters have. been
built’ to full compliance with the
standard about two years ago. This
constitutes strong evidence that such
systems can be built on a production
basis, and the agency takes note that
manufacturers of auto transporters
have had four years longer .to solve
their hardware problems than manu-
facturers of other types of trailers.

Nevertheless, the agency also recog-
nizes that the 'availability: of new,
more compact parking brake systems
is dependent on the proposed changes
in the parking and emergency brake
requirements, which have not yet been
implemented. Some additional delay
of applicability of the parking brake
requirement for auto transporters
therefore appears redsonable. An addi-
tional delay of.one year is provided,
with the expectation that any changes
in the parking brake requirements will

be made final by early 1979, allowing

Birmingham = Manufacturing

~
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sufficient lead time for manufacturers
to incorporate such changes in, their
trailers. Requests for permanent ex-
clusion from the parking brake re-
quirements or the entire standard for
auto transporters are denied, on the
grounds that it has been demonstrated
that complying vehicles can be de-
signed without significant loss of cargo
carrying capacity, and that the addi-
tional year’s exclusion should compen-
sate for any lead fime difficulties.
Unlike heavy hauler f{railers, auto
transporter trailers are not subjected
to the same off-road environment that
formed the basis for excluding certain
vehicle types from the parking brake

‘requirement. The proposed parking

brake exclusion of heavy hauler and
other trailers is adopted as proposed.

- TTMA and three of its members—
Co.,
Ferree Trailer Corp., and Fontaine
Truck Equipment Co.—repeated their
requests for permanent exclusion from
the entire standard for heavy hauler

.trailers, and expressed dismay that all

of the points raised in their petition
for exclusion had not been addressed
in the preamble to the agency’s pro-
posal. The NHTSA regrets the brevity
of its-treatment of the issues in the
proposal, but it should not be inter-
preted as a lack of attention or con-
cern for the problems of the heavy

hauler industry. A detailed discussion

of the petition and comments to the
proposal is being prepared. Copies will
be sent to the TTMA and parties who
commented on the proposal, and

placed in the public docket. Because of -

its length and technical nature, it is
only summarized here.

To place the subject in perspective,
it Is necessary to first see what por-
tions of the standard apply to heavy
hauler trailers. Section $5.1 and S5.7
of the standard apply only to trucks
and ' buses. By this notice, heavy
hauler trailers have been permanently
excluded from S5.6, and temporarily
excluded from $5.3 and parts of S5.2.
Section S5.5 applies only if the trailer
is antilock-equipped, which is not re-

quired according to the Ninth Circuit -

decision. To the NHTSA’s knowledge
all heavy hauler trailers already are
complying with the applicable por-
tions of S5.2 and $5.8, because of in-
dustry standards or BMCS require-
ments. Thus the only remaining re-
quirements that could necessitate any
change in the vehicles are the dyna-
mometer requirements of $5.4.

The assertion that is presented in
the TTMA petition, and repeated in
the comments to the proposal, is that
compliance with Standard No. 121 will

. necessitate the addition of more axles,

resulting in substantially increased
cost. This possibility arises because of
the current method of rating the ca-

pacity of heavy hauler trailers. Axle

>

weight ratings (GAWR'’s) depend upon
the load-carrying capacity of the axle,.
rims, and tires, and the torque capabil-
ity of the brakes on the axle. Accord-
ing to industry standards, tires can be
rated for higher loads if speed Is re-
stricted. Current practice is to rate
heavy hauler trailers according to the
capacity of the axles and tires, using
the tire load capacity ratings at 20
mph. The brakes used are currently
not considered in axle rating calcula-
tions for the restricted speed rating,

For a trailer subject to Standard No.
121, however, the dynamometer re-
quirements of S5.4.1 require that the
brake retardation capability be pro-
portional to the GAWR's. If the retar-
dation capability of the brakes on &
trailer is insufficient to meet the mini.
mum performance requirement, a
manufacturer must either install more
powerful brakes or ‘“‘derate” thé axles
to bring the GAWR's in line with the
braking capability afforded. In the
case of heavy hauler trailers, manufsac-
turers say that they are already using
the most powerful brakes available for
15-inch wheels, and those brakes are
rated at only 17,000 pounds per axle.
The manufacturers assert that since
nearly all heavy hauler trailer axles
are currently rated for a higher load,
the derating to 17,000 pounds per axle
necessitated by consideration of
brakes in the rating calculations would -
require them to add more axles to pro-
vide the same overall capacities for
their trailers.

The data supplied, however, do not
support this view. The dynamometer
tests are run at 50 mph, and therefore
the 17,000-pound axle rating for
brakes is a factor in determining the
GAWR at that speed..Examination of
the load ratings of the tires typically
used on heavy hauler trailers (8.25 x
15 and 9.00x 15) show that their rat-
ings at 50 mph are below 17,000

" pounds per axle. Therefore, the tires

are the limiting element in determina-
tion of GAWR at §0 mph, and the
brakes currently being used on these
trailers already comply with the dyna-
mometer requirements of the standard
with the tires employed.

The misunderstanding apparently
arises from the current practice of
rating heavy hauler trailers at 20 mph.
It is noted that while §567.4(h)(3) of

- NHTSA certification regulations (49

CFR Part 567) allows manufacturers
to specify GVWR-GAWR ratings for
operation of a vehicle at restricted
speeds in addition to the unrestricted
ratings, the GAWR used for determi.
nation of compliance with the dyna-
mometer requirements must be that

-corresponding to a speed not less than

the dynamometer test speed (60 mph),
Testing at the restricted speed GAWR
would represent an overloaded condi-
tion at the dynamometer test speed.
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The portion of the dynamometer test
conditions dealing with GAWR
(S6.2.1) is hereby amended to clarify
this fact. The only trailers that would
actually have to be derated (at 50
mph) would be those using 10.00 x 15
or 11.00 x 15 tires. Very large heavy
hauler trailers (over 50 ton capacity)
are not affected because they are al-
ready permanently excluded by virtue
of having a gross vehicle weight rating
over 120,000 pounds.

In view of the longer than anticipat-
ed time for response to the TTMA pe-
tition and the short time remaining
before the existing January 1979 effec-

tive. date, the NHTSA has decided to

and hereby delays the effective date
for institution of the dynamometer re-
quirements for heavy hauler ‘trailers
to July 1, 1979, as requested by TTMA.

CHP suggested changing the word
“agriculture” to “agricultural” in the
definition of a commodity trailer, and
deletion of the phrase “an arrange-
ment of air control lines and reservoirs
that minimizes damage in field oper-
ation” because it is vague. Midland-
Ross commented that straddie trailers
would be included in the agricultural
commodity trailer definition, and that
a separate definition is unnecessary.
CHP suggested that the term “logging
trailer” be used instead of “pulpwood
trailer”, and that the definition be
reworded to be similar to the defini-
tion of agricultural commodity trailer.
CHP also suggested deleting.the refer-
ence to hydraulic lifting arms in the
case of straddle trailers, because it is
too design restrictive. The NHTSA
agrees with the spirit of these sugges-
tions but, in the interests of preserving
continuity in interpretation of existing
terminology, the changes are only
made where they do not conflict with
wording already in the standard or in
previous interpretations of it.

It is noted that the comments on the
parking and emergency brake aspects
of the September 14th notice have
convinced the NHTSA that further
consideration should precede rulemsak-
ing changes in this area.

In accordance with Department of
Transportation policy for the analysis
of regulatory actions, it is found that
these amendments of Standard No.
121 do not have significant impact as

defined in the Department’s criteria-

for internal review. The changes all
permit greater manufacturing flexibil-
ity-and do not impose any additional
requirements. The implementation of
some of the standard’s requirements
for heavy hauler trailers and auto
transporters reflects the termination
of an exclusion, not new agency
action. It is also.found that no signifi-
cant adverse environmental impact
* will result from these amendments.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§571.121 [Amended]

In consideration of the foregoing,
Standard No. 121 (49 CFR 571.121) is
amended as follows:

1. Section S4 (Definttions) Is amend-
ed by the addition of a new definition
(before the existing definition of “Air
brake system,”) to read:

“Agricultural commodity trailer”
means a trailer that is designed to
transport bulk agricultural commod-
ities in off-road harvesting sites and to
a processing plant or storage location,
as evidenced by skeletal construction
that accommodates harvest contain-
ers, 2 maximum length of 28 feet, and
an arrangement of air control lines
and reservoirs that minimizes damage
in field operations.

2. Section S4 (Definitions) is further
amended by the addition of a new
definition, between’ the definitions of
“Load divider dolly” and “Skid
number,” to read:

‘“Pulpwood trailer” means a traller
that is designed exclusively for har-
vesting logs or pulpwood and con-
structed with a skeletal frame with no

- means for attachment of a solid bed,

body, or container, and with an ar-
rangement of air control lines and res-
ervoirs designed to minimize damage
in off-road operations.

3. Section S4 (Definitions) Is further
amended by the addition of a new
definition following the definition of
“Skid number,” to read:

“Straddle trailer” means a traller
that is designed to transport bulk agri-
cultural commodities from the har-
vesting location as evidenced by a
framework that is driven over the
cargo and lifting arms that suspend
the cargo for transit.

4, Section S5.1.2.1 Is amended by the
addition of a sentence at the end of
the text to read: “However, the reser-
voirs on the truck portion of an auto
transporter need not meet this re-
quirement.”

5. Section S5.2.1.2 is amended by the
addition of a sentence at the end of
the text to read: “However, the reser-
voirs on a heavy hauler trailer and on
the trailer portion of an auto trans-
porter need not meet this require-
ment.”

6. The phrase “of not more than 1
second” Is deleted from S5.3.1(a) and
S$5.3.2(a), and the last sentence in the
paragraph designated S5.3 is replaced
by a new sentence to read: “However,
a heavy hauler trailer and the truck
and trailer portions of an auto trans-
porter need not meet the requirements
of $5.3.”

7. References to “skid number range
20-30" and “Skid No. 20-30" in Tables
I and II are amended to read “skid
number of 30" and “Skid No. 30", re-
spectively.

8. References to “Skid number range
71-81" and “Skid No. 71-81" in Tables
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I and II are amended to read “skid
number of 81" and “Skid No. 817, re-
spectively.

9. In document FR 78-24803 appear-
ing on page 39392 of the issue of Sep-
tember 5, 1978, the reference in para-
graph 7 to S5.3.1 is removed.

10. The phrase “skid number in the
range of 20 to 30, inclusive, chosen at
the option of the manufacturer” in
paragraph S5.3.2.1 is amended to read
“skid number of 30.””

The phrase “skid number in the
range of 71 to 81, Inclusive, chosen at
the option of the manufacturer” in
paragraphs S5.3.1.1, S5.3.2.1, S5.7.1,
and S6.1.7 are amended to read “skid
number of 81.”

12. Section S5.3.2.2 is amended. to
read:

S5.3.2.2 When stopped in accord-
ance with S5.3.2, a pulpwood trailer
need not meet the requirements relat-
ing to wheel lockup, but must never-
theless meet the requirements of stay-
ing within the 12-foot lane.

13. A new sentence is added to the
end of paragraph S5.4, to read: “How-
ever, & brake assembly on a heavy
hauler trafler manufactured before
July 1, 1979, need not meet the re-
quirements of this section.”

14. The last sentences of S5.6 and
S5.8 are amended to read: “However,
the trailer portion of an auto trans-
porter manufactured before January
1, 1980, and any agricultural commod-
ity trailer, heavy hauler trailer, or
pulpwood trailer shall meet the re-
quirements of this section or, at the
option of the manufacturer, the re-
quirements of § 393.43 of this title.”

15. Section S5.7 is amended by re-
placing the last sentence with a sen-
tence to read: “However, the truck
portion of an auto transporter need
not meet the road test requirements of
S$5.7.1 and S5.7.3.” i

16. Paragraph S6.1.15 is deleted.

17. A new sentence is added to the
end of paragraph S6.2.1, to read: “For
a vehicle having additional gross axle
welght ratings specified for operation
at reduced speeds, the GAWR used is
that specified for a speed of 50 mph,
or, at the option of the manufacturer,
any speed greater than 50 mph.”

Effective date finding: Due to the
short time remaining before vehicles
would have to be modified to comply
with the established January 1979 re-
quirements, it is found that notice and
opportunity for comment on the delay
of the dynamometer requirements for
heavy hauler trailers to July 1, 1979,
and the parking brdke requirements.
for auto transporter trailers to Janu-
ary 1, 1980, is impracticable and con-
trary to the public interest in estab-
lishing the final requirements as early
as practicable. For the same reason, it
is found to be in the public interest to
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make the relieving amendments effec-
tive immediately.
The program .official and lawyer

pri:;clpa.lly responsible for the devel- .
opment of -this document are Duane’

Perrin and Tad Herlihy, respectively.
(Sec. 103,"119, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718

" (15 U.S.C. 1392, 1407); delegation of authori-
’ tya.t49 CFRISO)

“Issued on: December 11 1978.

JoaN CLAYBROOK,
Administrator.

_[FR Doc. J8-34865 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]
[1505-01-M]
N

[Docket 71-18, Notice 11; Docket 25, Notice
271 :

PART 571—FEDERAL MOTOR -
VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS

" PART 575—CONSUMER
_ INFORMATION REGULATIONS
‘Uniform Tire'Qualit‘y Grading and
Temperature for Tire Testing

Correction
In FR Doc. 78-30368 in the issue of

. Monday, October 30, 1978 on page

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 243-—MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1978

50438, on page 50439 in the 1st
column, the 11th line and in-the 3rd
paragraph, the 9th line, the “n”
should read, “Notice 24”.

1. In the middle column, the 3rd

.paragraph, the 1st line should read,

“In commenting on the notice, Good-
[year...J".

2. In the last column, the lst full
paragraph, the 2nd line should read,
“and Mr. Peskoe commented that
provi-[sion...J".

3. In the 3rd paragraph, the 1st sen-
tence should read, “Notice 24 set
March 1, 1979, in the. . .

4. In the 4th paragraph, the 1st line
should read, “The purpose of this de-
layed phase-in .

5. On page 50440 in the 1st column,
in the 2nd column, the 3rd and 4th
lines should read, “[reco-Immending
that the test temperatures for Stand-
ard No. 119 and the UTQG .

6; In the 3rd column, the 2nd para-

graph should read, “To thé extent
that the RMA and Goodyear petitions
for reconsideration are not granted by
this “amendment, the petitions are
denied.”"

"I 9, In the 3rd paragraph, the 13th

line should read, “the tread labeling
proposal imposes no .

8. In the 4th pa.ragraph the 8th line
should read, “the amendments to
-Standard No. 119. . .”.
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. This section.of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices 1o the public of the proposed issuonce of rules ond regulations. The purpose of these nofices is to
give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules.
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[7590-01-M]

'NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[10 CFR Part 50]

DOMESTIC LICENSING OF PRODUCTION AND
UTILIZATION FACILITIES '

Codes and Standards for Nuclear Power Plants

AGENCY: U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed ru;e.

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission is. considering amending
its regulation, “Codes and Standards,”
to incorporate by reference new ad-
denda of a national code that provides
rules for the construction of nuclear
power plant components. ‘This amend-
ment would provide for the use of up-
dated methods on nuclear power plant
construction.

DATES: Comment period expires Jan-
uary 17, 1979. -

ADDRESSES: Written comments
should be submitted to the Secretary
of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear Reg-
ulatory :Commission, Washington,

D.C., 20555, Attention: Docketmg and

Semce Section.

FOR FURTHER INF‘ORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. A. Taboada, Office of Standards
Development, U.S. Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555, (301-443-5999).

- SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
- On April 24, 1978 the Nuclear Regula-
tory Commission published in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER (43 FR 17337) and
amendment to its regulation 10 CFR
Part 50, “Licensing of Production and
Utilization Facilities,” which incorpo-
rated by reference a new edition and
addenda to a specified national code.
‘The Commission amended §50.55a to
incorporate by reference the 1977 Edi-
tion and the Summer 1977 Addenda of
Section II1I of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code.

The Winter 1977 Addenda of the ref-
erenced Code have since been issued as
have the Summer 1978 Addenda. The
Commission proposes to amend
§50.55a to incorporate by reference
the Winter 1977 Addenda and the
Summer 1978 Addenda Section IIT of

-the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel

Code. The 1977 Edition of Section X1,
“Rules for Inservice Inspection of Nu-
clear Power Plant Components,” for
the ASME Code and Section XX ad-
denda since the Summer 1975 Adden-
da have been evaluated by the staff

- and are expected to be referenced with

modifications in a separate amend-
ment to the regulations.

The proposed amendment also
would have minor and editorial
changes to § 50.65a to make references
to Section IIT in the regulations con-
sistent with changes in Section II in
the Winter 1997 Addenda. These
changes in Section IIT of the ASME
Code relate to the method for deter-
mining the edition and addenda appli-
cable to components of the reactor
coolant pressure boundary. The code
presently provides that components
meet the requirements of editions or
addenda in effect on the date of pur-
chase order of the components. Since
the issuance of the Winter 1977 adden-
da, the code rules for selecting the ap-
plicable edition and addenda are more
flexible. Under these rules, the licens-
ee may establish the date of the code
edition and addenda to be applied to a
component. These dates may be the
same for all components of a nuclear
power plant, but in no case may the
dates be earlier than three years prior
to the docket date for the application
for the nuclear power plant construc-
tion permit. These rules also permit
more current code editions and adden-
da to be used. The proposed amend-
ment would modify § 50.55a to be con-
sistent with these changes in the code
but would retain some restrictions in
the regulations on the use of editions
and addenda issued prior to the
‘Winter 1972 Addenda.

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act
of 1954, as amended, the Energy Reor-
ganization Act of 1974, as amended,
and section 553 of Title § of the
United States Code, notice is hereby
given that adoption of the following
amendment to 10 CFR Part 50 is con-
templated. All interested persons wha
wish to submit written comments or
suggestions in connection with the
proposed amendments should send
them to the Secretary of the Commis-
sion, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20555, At-
tention: Docketing and Service Section
by January 17, 1979. Copies of com-
ments received may be examined in
the Commission’s Public Document

Room at 1717 H Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C.

1. In §50.552 of 10 CFR Part 50,
paragraphs (bX1), (cX3), (dX3), (eX3),
;md (1)(3) are revised to read as fol-
ows:

§50.552 Codes and Standards.

Each operating license for a boiling
or pressurized water-cooled nuclear
power facility shall be subject to the
conditions in paragraph (g) and each
construction permit for a utilization
facility shall be subject to the follow-
ing conditlons in addition to those
specified in § 50.55:

L 4 . . - .

(bX(1) As used in this section, refer-
ences? to Section III of the ASME
Boller and Pressure Vessel Code refer
to Section 1II, Division 1, and include
editions through the 1977 Edition and
addenda through the Summer 1978
Addenda. The edition and addenda se-
lected for Section IIT for a given com-
ponent also establishes a requirement
that the identical Edition and Adden-
da be applicable to all other Sections
of the ASME Code used for construc-

tion of the component.
. . s = .
(c) Pressure vessels:
L J ) L 3 = E *

(3). For construction permits issued
on or after July 1, 1974, pressure ves-
sels which are part of the reactor cool-
ant pressure boundary 2shall meet the
requirements for Class 1 components
set forth in Section III*<3¢ of the
ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel
Code: Provided, That the ASME Code
provisions applied to the pressure ves-
sels shall be no earlier than those of
the Summer 1972 Addenda of the 1971
edition.

. . » » =
(d) Piping:
. . - . »

(3) For construction permits issued
on or after July 1, 1974, piping which
s part of the reactor coolant pressure
boundary * shall meet the require-

These Incorporation by reference provi-
slons were approved by the Director of the
Pederal Register on March 17, 19’12.14’334,
1973, and February 7, 1978.
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ments for Class 1 components set
forth in Section III 34%¢ of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code: Pro-
vided, That the ASME .Code provi-
sions-applied to the piping shall be no
earlier than those of Winter 1972 Ad-

denda, of the 1971 edition.
- s 0 B .-

(e Pumps: )
* . . s .

' (3) For construction permits issued
on or after July 1, 1974, pumps which
are part of the reactor coolant pres-
sure boundary 2shall meet the require-

ments for Class 1 components set.

forth in Section III *45¢ of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code: Pro-

vided, That the ASME Code provi-

slons applied to the pumps shall be no
earlier than those of the Winter 1972
Addenda of the 1971 edition..

. . * - . . »
(f) Valves:
. . * . *

(3) For construction permits issued
on or after July 1, 1974, valves which
are part of the reactor coolant pres-
sure boundary 2shall meet the require-
- ments set forth in Section IIT *4%¢ of
the ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel
Code: Provided, That the ASME Code
provisions applied to the valves shall

be no earlier than those of the Winter.

1972 Addenda of the 1971 edition. .-
" o . * . ; * .
2. Footnotes 4, 5, and 6 to §50.55a
' are revised to read as follows:.

‘USAS and ASME Code addenda issued
prior to the Winter 1977 Addenda are con-
sidered to be “in " effect” or “effective” 6
months after their date of issuanée and
after they are incorporated by reference in
paragraph (b) of this section. Addenda to
-the ASME Code fssued after the Summer
1977 Addenda are.considered: to be “in
effect” or “effective’” after the date of publi-
cation of the addenda and after they are in-
corporated by reference in paragraph (b) of
this section.

SFor ASME Code Addenda. issued prior to
the Winter 1977 Addenda, the Code issue
applicable to the component is governed by
the order or contract date for the compo-

nent, not the contract date for the nuclear .

energy system. For the Winter 1977 adden-
. da and subsequent addenda the method for
determining the applicable Code 1issue is
contained in Paragraph NCA 1140 of Sec-
tion III of the ASME Code. -

$ASME Code cases which have been deter-
mined suitable for use by the Commission

staff are listed in NRC Regulatory Guide -

1.84, “Code:Case Acceptability—ASME Sec-
tion III Design and Fabrication” and NRC
Regulatory Guide 1.85, “Code Case Accept-
ability—ASME Section IIT Materials.” The
use of other Code cases may be authorized
by the Commission upon request pursua.nt
to §50.55a(a)(2)(i).

] * B s ., s
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PROPOSED RULES

(Secs. 103, 104, 161i, Pub. Law 83-703, 68
Stat. 936, 937, 948; Sec. 201, Pub. Law 93-
438, 88 Stat. 1242; (42 UscC. 2133, 2134,
2201 (i), 5841)).

Dated at Bethésda, Maryland this
4th day of December, 1978.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com-

. 'mxssxon.

LEe V. GOSSICK,
Ea:ecutwe Director for Operations.

{FR Doc. 78-34949 Filed 1.2-15—'18 8:45 am)

[491 0--"I 3-M]

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION -

Federal A;Iiolion Administration
[14 CFR Part 71]
[Docket No. 78-SO-721.

DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL AIRWAYS, AREA
LOW ROUTES, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, AND
REPORTING POINTS

Pmposed Alleraﬁon of Tran:mon Areu,
- Donalsonville, Ga.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule-
SUMMARY: This proposed rule will
alter the Donalsonville, Ga., Transi-
tion Area and will lower the base of
controlled airspace in the -vicinity of

* the ‘Donalsonville Municipal Airport

from 1200 to 700 feet AGL to accom-
modate Instrument Flight Rule (IFR)
operations. A new public use instru-
ment approach procedure has been de-
veloped for the Donalsonville Munici-
pal Airport, and the additional con-
trolled airspace is required to protect
31rcrafﬁ executing the approach proce—
ure.

" DATES: Comments must be recelved

on or before: January 29, 1979.

ADDRESS: Send comments. on the"

proposal to: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Chief, Air Traffic Division,
P.O.. Box 20636, Atlanta, Georgia.
30320. -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: -

"Harlen D. Phillips, Airspace and Pro-

cedures "Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, At-
lanta, Georgia 30320; telephone 404~
763-7646.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION’
CoMMENTS INVITED

Interested persons may participate
in the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views or argu-
ments-as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
docket number and be submitted in

.triplicate to the Director, Southern.

'

Region, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Di-
vision, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, Geor-
gia 30320. All communications received

-on or before January 29, 1979, will be

considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. The propos-
al contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived. All comments submitted will be

. available, both before and after the

closing . data for comments, in the
Rules Docket for examination by in-.
terested persons. A report summariz-
ing each public contact with FAA per-
sonnel concerned with this rulemaking
willkb‘e filed in the publlc, regulatory
docke

AvVAILABILITY OF NPRM .

Any person may obtain a copy of
this notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM) by submitting a request to
the Federal Aviation Administration,
Office of Public Affairs, Attention:
Public Information Center, APA-430,
800 Independence Avenue, .W..
Washington, D.C. 20591, or by calling
(202) 426-8058. Communications must
identify the notice number of this
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRMs should also request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which de-
scribes the application procedures.

THE PROPOSAL

- The proposed alteration is required
to provide additional controlled air-
space protection for IFR operations at,
Donalsonville Municipal Airport. The
NDB Runway 36 standard instrument _
approach procedure utilizing the Don-
alsonville (nonfederal) nondirectional
radio beacon is proposed in conjunc-
tion with the alteration of this transi.
tion area. It is also necessary to
change the transition area description
to reflect the correct airport name.

‘THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
Subpart G, §71.181 (43 FR 440) of
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration Regulations (14 CFR 71)
as follows: -

DORALSONVILLE, GA.

«+ »* Donalsonville Afrport * * ** I3 de.
leted and “°* * * Donalsonville Municipal
Alrport * * *” is substituted therefor.

“* » ¢ within 3 miles each side of the 188°
bearing from the Donalsonville RBN (latl.
tude 31°00'37"N., longitude 84°52'32"W.), ox-
tending from the 6.5 mile radius area to 8.5
miles south of the RBN * * ** is added,

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1968, as
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and Sec. 6(c) of

.the Department of Transportation Act (40

U.S.C. 1655(c)))

*NoTrE~The Federal Aviation Administra.
tion has determined that this document in.



volves a proposed regulation which is not
considered to be significant under the proce-
dures and criteria prescribed by Executive

Order 12044 and as implemented by interim .
Department of Transportation guidelines-

(43 FR 9582; March 8, 1978).
Issued in East Point, Georgia, on De-
cember 7, 1978.

- GEORGER LACATLLE,
Acting Director,
Southern Region.

[FR Doc. 78-34974 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
[14 CFR Part 711

[Airspace Docket No. 78-EA-1071
TRANSITION AREA, PETERSBURG, W. VA,
Proposed Designation

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule
Making.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
designate a Petersburg, W. Va., Transi-
tion Area over Grant County Airport,
Petersburg, W. Va. This designation
will protect aircraft using the IFR de-
parture and arrival procedures for the
airport. This designation results from
establishment of a new NDB instru-
ment approach to the airport.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before February 5, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Chief, Air-
space & Procedures Branch, AEA-530,
Eastern Region, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, Federal Building, Jamai-
ca, New York 11430. The docket may
be examined at the following location:
FAA, Office of Regional Counsel,
AEA-T, Federal Building, J.F.K. Inter-
national Airport, Jamaica, New York
11430.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
. CONTACT:

Frank Trent, Airspace & Procedures
Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic Divi-
sion, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Federal Building, J.F.K. Inter-
national Airport, Jamaica, New York
11430, Telephone (212) 995-3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
This proposal will designate a transi-
tion area with a 5-mile radius around
the airport and with a 20 by 10 mile
. extension to the north and 8.5 by 6
miles to the southeast. .

COMMENTS INVITED

Interested parties may participate in
the proposed rulemaking by submit-

PROPOSED RULES

ting such written data, views aor argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
docket number and be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Eastern
Region, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, Federal Building, J.F.K. Interna-
tional Airport, Jamaica, New York
11430. All communications received on
or before February 5, 1979, will be con-
sidered before action is taken on the
proposed amendment. The proposals
contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments re-
ceived. All comments submitted will be
available, both before and after the
closing date for comments, in the
Rules Docket for examination by in-
terested persons.

AVATLABILITY OF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this notice of proposed rulemsaking
(NPRM) by submitting a request to
the Chief, Airspace & Procedures
Branch, AEA-530, Eastern Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, Fed-
eral Building, Jamaica, New York
11430, or by calling (212) 995-3391.

Communications must identify the
docket number of this NPRM. Persons
interested in being placed on a mailing
list for future NPRMs should also re-
quest & copy of Advisory Circular No.
11-2 which describes the application
procedures.

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me, the Federal Avi-
ation Administration proposes to
amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 71) as follows:

1.-Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regualtions by desig-
nating a Petersburg, West Virginia,
700-foot floor transition area as fol-
lows:

PeTERSBURG, W. VAL

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the center 38°59'35"N., 79'0834"W., of
Grant County Airport, Petersburg, W. Va.;
within 3 miles each side of the 116°
from the Dorcas, W. Va., RBN (38'69'26"N.,
79°08'34"W.), extending from the RBN to
8.5 miles southeast of the RBN; within §
miles each side of the 357° bearing from the
Dorcas, W. Va. RBN, extending from the
RBN to 20 miles north of the RBN.

-(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958

(72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c),
Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65)

Norte.~The FAA has determ!ncd that th!s
document Involves a proposed regulatl
which is not considered to be slgnlﬂcant
under the procedures and criteria prescribed
by Executive Order 12044 and as imple-
mented by interim Department of Transpor-
gatlon guidelines (43 FR 9582; March 8,
978). -
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Issued in Jamaica, New York, on De-
cember 4, 1978.

‘WriLriasm E. MORGAN,
Director, Easternt Region.
[FR Doc. 78-34957 Piled 12-15-18; 8:45 am]

[4910-13-M]
[14 CFR Part 71)
[Afrspace Docket No. 78-GL-1T]
Proposed Alteration

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rule-
making

-

SUMMARY: The nature of this feder-
al action is to alter the controlled air-
space near Black River Falls, Wiscon-
sin to accommodate a new NDB instru-
ment approach procedure into the
Black River Falls Area Airport pursu-
ant to a request from the Black River
Falls Airport officials. The new instru-
ment approach procedure will be es-
tablished to Runway 8 and will replace
the existing NDB Runway 26 ap-
proach procedure. The intended affect
of this action is to insure segregation
of the aircraft using this approach
procedure in instrument weather con-
ditions, and other aircraft operating
under visual conditions.

DATES: Comments musi be received
on or before January 22, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal to FAA Office of Regional
Counsel, AGL-7, Attention: Rules
Docket Clerk, Docket No. 78-GI-~17,
2300 East Devon Aventue, Des Plaines,
Ilinols 60018.

FOR .FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Doyle W. Hegland, Airspace and
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Divi-
slon, AGI-530, FAA, Great Lakes
Region, 2300 East Devon Avenue,
Des Plaines, Illinois 60018, telephone
312-694-4500, extension 456.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
‘The floor of the controlled airspace in
the new area to be affected will be
Jowered from 1200’ above ground to
700° above ground. The development
of the proposed instrument approach
procedure necessitates the FAA to
lower the floor of the controlled air-
space. The minimum descent aititude
for this procedure may be established
below the floor of the 700 foot con-
trolled airspace. The floor of the con-
trolled airspace, that will no longer be
needed after cancellation of the NDB
Runway 26 approach procedure, will
be raised from 700’ above ground to
1200’ above ground. In addition, aero-
nautical maps and. charts will reflect
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the area of the instrument procedure.
which will enable other aircraft to cir-
cumnavigate the area in “order to
comply with applicable wsua.l fhght

rule requirements e

" COMMENTS INVITED

Interested persons may participate
in the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should be submitted in tripli-
cate to Regional Counsel, AGIL-T,
Great Lakes Region, Rules Docket No.
78-GI:~17, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des
Plaines, Illinois 60018. All communica-
tions received on or before January 22,
1979, will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment.
The proposal contained in this notice
may be changed in the light of com-
ments received. All comments submit-
ted will be available, bbth before and

after the closing date for comments, in -

the Rules Docket for exammatxon by
interested persons..

AVAILABILITY OF NPRM A

Any person’ may obtam a copy of

this notice of proposed rulemaking-
(NPRM) by submitting a- request to
the Federal Aviation Administration,
Office of Public Affairs, - Attention:
Public Information Center, APA-430,
800 Independence ~Avenue, S.W.;
Washington, D.C. 20591, or by calling
202-426-8058. Communications must
identify the notice number. of this
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future

- NPRMs should also request a copy of

Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which de-
scribes the application procedures.

THE PROPOSAL |

The FAA is considering an amend-’
ment to Subpart G of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 71) to alter the 700 foot con-
trolled airspace transition area near
Black River Falls, Wisconsin, Subpart
G of Part 71 was republished in the
FEDERAL REGISTER on January 3, 1878
(43 FR 440). ) .

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT

- Accordingly, the FAA proposes to’
,amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations as follows:

In §71.181 (43 FR 440), the followmg
transition aréa is amended to:

Brack RIVER FALLS, Wrs;

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7-mile radius
of the Black River Falls Area Airport (lati-
tude 44°15'05” N, longitude 90°51°05” W) and
within three statute miles each side of the
253° bearing from the Black River Falls
Area Alrport, extending from the 7-mile
radius to 8% miles southwest of the airport.

PROPOSED RULES

This amendment is proposed under
the authority of Section 307(a), Feder-
al Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C.
1348(a)); Sec. 6(¢), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c));
Sec. 11.61 of the Federal Aviation Reg-
ulations (14 C.F.R. 11.61).

Nore—The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion has determined that this document in-
volves a proposed regulation which is not
considered to be significant under the proce-
dures and criteria preseribed by Executive
Order 12044 and as implemented by interim
Department of Transportation guidelines
(43 FR 9582; March 8, 1978).

- Issued in Des Plaines, minms, on De-
cember 5, 1978. :

WAYNE J. BARLOW,
Acting Director,
‘Great Lakes Region.

[FR Doc. 78-34960 Filed 12-15-7 8;8:45 am]

1

[4910-13-M]

[14 CFR Part 71]
- [Airspace Docket No. 78-CE-31]

TRANSITION AREA—JEFFERSON CITY, MO,

Proposed Alteration

AGENCY Federal Aviation Admmjs
tratlon (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing (NPRM).

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
alter the 700-foot transition area at
Jefferson City, Missouri to provide ad-
ditional controlled airspace for air-
craft executing a new instrument ap-
proach procedure to Runway 30 at the
Jefferson City, Missouri Municipal
Airport utilizing the Jefferson City lo-
calizer, an approach aid.

) DATES: Comments must be received

on or before January 21, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal to: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, Chief, Operations, Procedures

" and Airspace Branch, Air Traffic Divi-

sion, ACE-530, 601 East 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106, Tele-
phone (816) 374-3408.

The official docket may be examined
at the Office of the Regional Counsel,
Central Region, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, . Room 1558, 601 East
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri.

An informal docket may be exam-
ined at the Office of the Chief, Oper-
ations, Procedures K and Alrspace
Branch, Air Traffic D1v1s10n

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: .

Dwaine E. Hila.ud, Airspace Special-
ist, Operations, Procedures, and Air-

space Branch, Air Traffic Division, -

ACE-537, FAA, Central Region, 601
Bast 12th Street Kansas City, Mis-
souri 64106, Telephone (816) 374~
3408.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

COMMENTS INVITED

Interested persons may participate
in the proposed rule making by sub-
mitting such written data, views or ar-
guments as they may desire. Commti-
nications. should identify the alrspace
docket number, and be submitted in
duplicate to the Operations, Proce-
dures and' Airspace Branch, Air Traf-
fic Division, Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas
City, Missourl 64106. All communica.
tions received on or before January 21,
1979, will be considered before action
is taken on the proposed amendment,
The proposal contained in this Notice

'may be changed in-light of the com-

ments received. All comments received
will be available both before and aftexr
the closing date for comments in the
Rules Docket for examination by in-

terested persons.

AVAILABILITY OF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy' of
this NPRM by submitting a request to
the Federal Aviation Administration,
Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, 601 East 12th Street, Xansas
City, Missouri 64106 or by calling (816)
374-3408. Communications must: iden-
tify the notice number of this NPRM.
Persons interested in being placed on a
mailing list for further NPRMs should
also request a copy of Advisory Circu-
lar No. 11-2 which describes the appli-
cation procedure.

, THE PROPOSAL
The FAA is considering an amend-

.ment to Subpart G, §71.181 of the

Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Section 71.181) by altering the 700-
foot transition area at Jefferson City,
Missouri. To enhance airport usage, &
new instrument approach procedire
to Runway 30 at the Jefferson City,
Missouri Municipal Afrport is being es-
tablished utilizing the Jefferson City
localizer, an approach aid. The estab-
lishment of an instrument approach
procedure based on this approach ald
entails alteration of the transition

- area at Jefferson City, Missour] at and

above 700 feet above ground level
(AGIL) within which aircraft will be
provided additional controlled airspace

. protection. The intended effect of this

action is to ensure segregation of air-
craft using the new approach proce-
dure under Instrument Flight Rules
(IFR) and other aircraft operating
under Visual Flight Rules (VFR).

" Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
Subpart G, §71.181, of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 71.181)
as republished on Ja.nuary 3, 1978 (43
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FR 440) by altering the followmg tran-
sition area:

JEFFERSON CITY, MISSOURI

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 8-mile
radius of the Jefferson City Memorial Air-
port (latitude = 38°35'33" N, longitude
92°09'39" W) and within 4.5 miles south and
5 miles north of the 123° bearing from the
Jefferson City NDB (latitude 38°33'20" N,
longitude 92°04'40” W) extending from the
8-mile radius to 15.5 miles southeast of the
Jefferson City NDB.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 as
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49, 6 U.S.C.
1655(c)); Sec. 11.61 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 11.61).)

Nore—The FAA has determined that this
document involves a proposed regulation
- which is not considered -to be significant
under the procedures and criteria prescribed
by Executive Order 12044 and as imple-

mented by interim Department of Transpor--

tation guidelines (43 FR 9582; March 8,
1978).
Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
December 5, 1978.
Joux E. SHAW,
Acting Director,
Central Region.

’ {FR Doc. 78-34962 Fiiled 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

" [4910-13-M]
[14 CFR Part 711

fAirspace Docket No. 78-CE-T1
_ FEDERAL AIRWAYS
Proposed Alteration

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration (FAA), DOT. .

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
exclude from V-72, V-190 and V-175
airways the airspace within the Ozark
Military Operations Area (MOA)
during the time that the MOA is
active to permit sharing of the air-
space for civil or military use. This
action is necessary to accommodate a
type of military training that is not
normally conducted in airways, and
for which suitable airspace is not read-
ily available elsewhere. Since nonregu-
. latory action to establish the Ozark
MOA depends on excluding certain
airspace from the airway, the descrip-
tion of the MOA is included in this
notice for consideration.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before January 15, 1979,

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA
Central Region, Attention: Chief, Air

PROPOSED RULES

Traffic Division, Docket No. 78-CE-1,
Federal Aviation Administration, 601
E. 12th. Street, Kansas City, Mo.
64106.

The official docket may be examined
at the following location: FAA Office
of the Chief Counsel, Rules Docket
(AGC-24), Room 916, 800 Indepen-
dence Avenue, SW Washlngton, D.C.
20591.

An informal docket may be exam-
ined at the office of the Reglonal Air
‘Traffic Division.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Everett L. McKisson, Airspace
Regulations Branch (AAT-230), Air-
space and Air Traffic Rules Division,
Air Traffic Service, Federal Aviation
Administration,
Avenue, SW. Washington, D.C.
20591; telephone: (202) 426-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
COMMENTS INVITED

Interested persons may participate
in the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
docket-number and be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Central
Region, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, 601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City,
Mo. 64106. Al communications re-
ceived on or before January 15, 1979,
will be considered before action is
taken on the .proposed amendment.
The proposal contained in this notice
may be changed ‘in the light of com-
ments received. All comments submit-
ted will be available, both before and
after the closing date for comments, in
the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons.

AVAILABILITY OF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM) by submitting a request to
the Federal Aviation Administration,
Office of Public Affairs, Attention:
Public Information Center, APA-430,
800 Independence Avenue, SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20591, or by calling (202)
426-8058. Communications must iden-
tify the docket number of this NPRM.
Persons interested in being placed on a
mailing list for future NPRMs should
also request a copy of Advisory Circu-
lar No. 11-2 which describes the appli-
cation procedures.

THE PROPOSAL

The FAA is considering an amend-
ment to Part 71 of the Federal Avi-
ation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to

- exclude from VOR Federal Alrways V-

72, V-190 and V-175 the airspace

800 Independence -

58829

within the Ozark Military Operations
Area (MOA) during the time that the
MOA Is active. This action would
permit sharing of the airspace for civil
use and military training in an area
proposed to be established as follows:

Ozark MOA

Boundaries. Beginning at Lat. 37°13'46” N.,
Long. 90'34'02* W., to Lat. 37°43'13” N.,
Long. 90°3532° W., to Lat. 37°54'14” N.,

v Long. 91'0908” W., to Lat. 37°41'28” N.,
Long. 91'29°36” W., thence via the 60 NM
arc of the FParmington, Mo., VORTAC to
Lat. 37°20000* N., Long. 91°24'30” W., to
Lat. 37°11'00” N., Long. 91'02’00" Ww., to
point of beginning.

Altitudes. Surface'to but not mdudlnz 8000
feet MSL but excluding airspace in a2 3
NM radius from the surface to 1200 feet
AGL around the following airports:

Viburnum Afrport, Viburnum, Mo.
Blsmarck Airport, Bismarck, Mo.
Dove Alrport, Middle Brook, Mo.
Ellington Alrport, Ellington, Mo.

Time of use. Only when established by

NOTAM (normally 0900 to 2000 local

. time, Tuesday through Sunday).

Nore.—Due to the Ozark MOA underlying -
the Meramec MOA, simultaneous use of
both MOAs will not be authorized.

Controlling agency. Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, Kansas City ARTC Center.
Scheduling agency. 131st Tactical Fighter

Wing, Missour] Air National Guard.

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT

Accordingly, pursuant to the author-
ity delegated to me, the Federal Avi-
ation Administration proposes to
amend §71.123 of Part 71 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 71) as republished (43 FR 307) by
adding the following to the definition
of V=12, V-175 and V-190 airways:

The alrspace within the Ozark MOA is ex-
cluded during the time that the MOA fs ac-
tivated by NOTAM. .

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C, 1348(a) and 1354(a));
Sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation Act
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65.)

Nore.—The PAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which Is not
significant under the procedures and crite-
ria prescribed by Executive Order 12044 and
implemented by iInterim Department of
Transportation guldelines (43 FR 9582;
March 8, 1978). -

Issued in Washington, D.C., on De-
cember 7, 1978.

Wiriax E. BROADWATER,
Chief, Airspaceand Air
Traffic Rules Division.
[FR Doc. 78-34965 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am}
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[4910-13-M] | o

[Airspace Docket No. 78-WE-=-20]
[14 CFR Part 711 *

PROPOSED EXTENSION OF VOR FEDERAL
AIRWAY

AGENCY: Federal Aviation Adminis:
tration, DOT.

ACTION: Notlce of proposed rule
making.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
extend Victor Airway V-442 from
Hector, California, to Ontario, Califor-
nia. Aircraft are presently radar vec-
tored via the radials following this
proposed airway to avoid the high
minimum altitude (MEA) of 10,500
feet required on the existing airway.
Extension of the proposed airway
would reduce controller workload and
aid flight planning .t

DATES: Comments must be received
on.or before January 22, 1979.

. ADDRESSES: Send comments on the

proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA.

‘Western Region, Attention: Chief, Air
Traffic Division, Docket No. 78-WEk-
20, Federal Aviation Administration,
15000 Aviation Boulevard, P.O. Box
92007, Worldway Postal Center, Los
Angeles, California 90009

The official docket may be examined

at the following location: FAA Office
of the Chief Counsel, Rules Docket,
(AGC-24), Room 916, 800 Indepen-
dencia Avenue, SW,, Washington, D.C.
20591,

An infonﬁal docket; may be exam-
ined at the office of the Regional Air
Traffic Division.

FOR FURTHER ~ INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regula-
tions Branch (ATT-230), Airspace
and Air Traffic Rules Division, Air

Traffic Service, Federal Aviation Ad-_

" ministration, 800
Avenue, SW.,, Washington,
20591, 202-426-8525.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
COMMENTS INVITED

Independence
D.C.

Interested 'persons may participate
in the proposed rulemaking by submit-
ting such written data, views or argu-
ments as they may desire. Communi-
cations should identify the airspace
docket number and be.submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Western
Region, Attention: Chief, Air Traffic
Division, Federal Aviation Administra-
tion, 15000 Aviation Boulevard, P.O.
Box 92007, Worldway -Postal Center,
Los Angeles; California 90009. All com-
munications received on or before Jan-

PROPOSED RULES

uary 22, 1979 will be considered before
action is taken on the proposed
amendment. The proposal contained
in this notice may be changed in the
light of comments received. All com-
ments submitted -will be ‘available,
both before and after the closing date
for comments, in the Rules Docket for
exXamination by interested persons.

AVAILABILITY OF NPRM

Any person may obtain a copy of
this notice of proposed. rulemakmg

(NPRM) by submitting a request to . \

the Federal Aviation Administration,

- Office of Public Affairs, Attention:
Public Information Center, APA-430,
800 Independence Avenue, SW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20591, or by ca.llmg 202-
426-8058. Communications must iden-
tify the docket number of this NPRM.
Persons interested in being placed on a
mailing list for future NPRM’s should
also request a copy of advisory -Circu-
lar No. 11-2 which describes the appli-
catlon procedures.

THE PROPOSAL

The FAA is. considering an amend-
ment to Subpart C of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 71) that would extend Victor
Airway V-442, from Hector, California,
.to Ontario, California, via the Ontario
026°T (012°M) and the Hector 247°T
(232°M) radials. The minimum enroute
altitude on Victor airways between
Ontario and Hector is 10,500 feet. This
airway extension would provide lower
minimum , enroute alfitudes thereby
aiding fhght planning. Also, this
_action would reduce- controller work-
load by .establishment of an airway in
an area where radar vectors are usual-

" ly issued. Subpart C of Part 71.was re-

published in the FEDERAL REGISTER On
January 3, 1978 (43 FR 307). -

THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT

.Accordingly, pursua.nt to the author-
ity delegated to me, the Federal Avi-
ation Administration proposes to
amend Section’ 71.123 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71)
as republished (43 FR 307 as follows:

Under V-442

“From Hector, California”; would be de-

_ leted, and “From Ontario, California, via

INT Ontario 026°T (012°M) and Hector,
California, 247°T (232°M) radials, Hector”’;
would be substituted therefor.

- (Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a));
Sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation Act
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65).

NoreE.~The FAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
significant under the procedures and crite-
ria prescribed by Executive Order 12044 and
implemented by interim Department of
Transportation guidelines (43 FR 9582;
March 8, 1978).

7

.ported. Therefore,

Issued in Washington, D.C. on De-
cember 12, 1978.

WiLLiAM E, BROADWATER,
Chief, Airspace and Air
Traffic Rules Diviston.

[FR Doc. 78-35149 Filed 12-16-78; 8:45 am}

16750-01-M]
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
{16 CFR Part 13]
[File No. 782 3023
GENERAL MILLS FUN GROUP, INC.

Consent Agreement With Analysis To Ald
Public Comments; Corraction

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission.
ACTION: Correction.

SUMMARY: This document corrects a
Commission document previously pub-
lished in the FeperAL REGISTER On
Thursday, December 97, 1978. The
deadline for receiving public comment
was incorrectly reported.

DATE: The correction is effective De-
cember 18, 1978.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Gregory E. Hales, Editor, FTC/SSR,
YVashington, D.C. 20580. (202) 724~
184.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
In FR Doc. 78-34141, appearing in
FEDERAL REGISTER issue for Thursday,
December 7, 1978, 43 FR 57267, under
“DATE:”, the deadline for recelving
public comment was incorrectly re-
the paragraph
should read as fqllows:

“DATE: Comments must be recelved
on or before February 5, 1979."
. CAroL M. THOMAS,
Secretary.
[F’R Doc. 78-35083 Flled 12-15-78; 8:46 am)

[4830-01-M]
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service -
[26 CFR Part 1]
, [CC:LR~1567-176)

QUALIFIED STOCK OPTIONS GRANTED AFTER
MAY 20, 1976

Proposed Rulemaking

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service,
Treasury.

ﬁ)cnON: Notice of proposed rulemak-
g.

SUMMARY: This document contains
regulations relating to transitional
rules for qualified stock options grant-
ed after May 20, 1976 and certain op-
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tions exercised after May 20, 1981.
Changes to the applicable tax law
were made by the Tax Reform Act of
1976. The regulations would provide
‘the public with the guidance needed to
comply with that Act and would affect
grantors and grantees of stock options.

DATES: Written comments and re-
quests for a public hearing must be de-
livered or mailed by February 16, 1979.
The amendments are proposed to be
effective for taxable years ending
after December 31, 1975. ’

ADDRESS: Send comments and re-‘

quests for a public hearing to: Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue, Atten-
tion: CCLR:T, Washington, D.C.
20224.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Annie R. Alexander of the Legisla-
tion.and and Regulations Division,
Office of the Chief Counsel, Internal
Revenue Service, 1111 Cohstitution
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C.
20224, attention: CC:LR:T, 202-566-
3671 (not a toll-free call).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
BACKGROUND

This "document contains proposed
amendments to the Income Tax Regu-
lations (26 CFR Part 1) under sections
422 and 424 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1954. These amendments are
proposed to conform the regulations
to section 603 of the Tax Reform Act
of 1976 (90 Stat. 1574) and to be issued
under the authority contained in sec-

-tion 7805 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1954 (68A Stat. 917; 26 U.S.C.
'7805). -

EXPLANATION OF THE REGULATIONS

Section 603 of the Tax Reform Act
of 1976 generally repeals the qualified
stock option provisions with respect to
stock options granted after May 20,
1976, unless the option comes within
one of the special transitional rules.
The transitional rules generally
_ permit a stock option to be freated as
a qualified stock option if it was grant-
ed under a written plan that was
adopted before May 21, 1976, or was
substituted for an old option after a
corporate reorganization where the
substituted option is substantially
equivalent to the old option. All quali-
fied stock options granted after May
20, 1976, and all restricted stock op-
tions, must be exercised before May
21, 1981, in order to receive the advan-
tageous tax treatment of section
. 421(a) of the Code.

COMMENTS AND REQUESTS FOR A PUBLIC
HEARING

Before adopting these proposed reg-
ulations, consideration will be given to

AY
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any written comments that are sub-
mitted (preferably six copies) to the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue.
All comments will be available for
public inspection and copying. A
public hearing will be held upon writ-
ten request to the Commissioner by
any person who has submitted written
comments. If a public hearing is held,
notice of the time and place will be
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

DRAFTING INFORMATION

The principal author of these pro-
posed regulations is Annie R. Alexan-
der of the Iegislation and Regulations
Division of the Office of Chief Coun-
sel, Internal Revenue Service. Howev-
er, personnel from other offices of the
Internal Revenue Service and Treas-
ury Department participated in devel-
oping the regulation, both on matters
of substance and style.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE
REGULATIONS

The proposed amendments to 26

~ CFR Part 1 are as follows:

§1.422 [Deleted]

ParacrarE 1. Section 1.422 is de-
leted.,

Par. 2. Section 1.422-2 Is amended
by revising the first sentence of para-
graph (a)(1)() of §1.422-2 and by in-
serting three new sentences immedi-
ately after that sentence, and by
adding a new paragraph (i) to §1.422-
2. The revised and added provisions
read as follows: ;

§1.422-2 Qualified stock options defined,

(a) Qualified stock oplion defined.
(1)Xi) The term “qualified stock
option” means an option that meets
the requirements of section 422(b) and
this section. Generally, section 422(b)
requires a qualified stock option to be
granted to an individual after Decem-
ber 31, 1963, and before May 21, 1976.
However, a qualified stock option may
be granted after May 20, 1976, if it

-meets the requirements of section

422(c)(7). See paragraph (f) of this sec-
tion for rules relating to options grant-
ed after May 20, 1976.* * *

3 - * . .

() " Certain options granted afier
May 20, 1976—(1) In general. An
option granted to an individual after
May 20, 1976 is not a qualifed stock
option unless the option-meets the re-
quirements of section 422(c)7) and
this paragraph. Generally, an option
meets the requirements of section
422(c)(T7) if it either is granted under a
written plan adopted before May 21,
1976, or Is substituted for a qualified
stock option described in paragraph
(1)}(3) of this section. An option meet-
ing the requirements ‘of section
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422(c)(7) and this paragraph that is
exercised after May 20, 1981, will be
treated under § 1.83-7(a) as if it were a
nonqualified stock option without a
readily ascertainable fair market value
at the time of its grant.

(2) Options granted under a written
plan adopted before May 21, 1976. (1)
An option granted after May 20, 1976,
is a qualified stock option if it other-
wise meets the requirements of section
422(b) and this section and if the
option is granted under a written plan
that was adopted before May 21, 1976.
A plan will be treated as having been
adopted as of the date all actions
needed for adoption have been com-
pleted. Ordinarily, a plan is adopted
when approved by the board of direc-
tors of the granting corporation. How-
ever, if the board’s action is subject to
a condition or the happening of a par-
ticular event, the plan is adopted on
the date the condition is met or the
event occurs unless the board’s resolu-
tion fixes the date of approval as the
date ,of the board’s action. For pur-
poses of determining the date of the
adoption of a plan, the date of the ap-
proval of the plan by the shareholders
of the granting corporation is disre-
garded. Thus, it is immaterial whether
the shareholders approved the plan
before, on, or after May 21, 1976, al-
though the plan must satisfy the re-
quirements of paragraph (b) of this
section, which requires that the share-
holders approve the plan within. 12
months before or after its adoption by
the board. The authorization of specii-
ic grants of options to specific individ-
uals under the plan is not required in
order for options granted under the
plan to be qualified stock options.

(i) A corporation that merely
changes its Identify or place of incor-
poration may continue to grant quali-
{led stock options under a written plan
adopted before May 21, 1976, to the
extent permissible had the change not
occurred. In all other reorganizations
a written option plan will be treated as
being adopted after May .20, 1976,
unless the corporation that adopted
the plan before May 21, 1976, survives
the reorganization. Of course, the sur-
viving corporation may continue to
grant options under the plan only to
the extent it would have been able to
do so had the reorganization not oc-
curred.

(3) Substituted stock oplions. An
option granted after May 20, 1976,is a
qualified stock option if the option is
an option that has been substituted, in
a transaction to which section 425(a)
applies (relating to certain corporate
reorganizations, Hquidations, ete.), for
a qualified stock option granted before
May 21, 1976 (or any option that is a
qualified stock option under the re-
quirements of section 422 (eX7XA) or
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(B) and paragraph (1)(2) or (3) of this
section).

(4) Modifications to option plans.
An option plan adopted before May
21, 1976, may be modified after May
20, 1976, and options granted under
such a plan, as modified, will be con-
sidered options granted under a plan
adopted before May 21, 1976, unless
the modification is considered : the

adoption of a new plan. See paragraph *

(b) of this section for rules relating to
modifications that will be considered
the adoption of a new plan. If a plan is
modified after May 20, 1976, such that
the modification is considered. under
paragraph (b) of this section to be the
adoption of a new plan any option
granted as a result of such modifica-
tion will not be a qualified stock
option. An option will be considered to
have been granted as a result of such

modification’if it could not have been

granted but for such modification of
the plan. For example, if the modifica-
tion changes the terms of the options
to, be granted in such a way that the
modification is considered the adop-
tion of a new plan, then no option
" granted with such terms is'a qualified
stock option since it could not have
been granted but for the modification.
If a plan is modified to increase the
number of shares that can be trans-
ferred -upon exercise of the -options
granted under the plan, any option
granted after the modification will -be
a qualified stock option only if the
option could have been granted with-
out the modification to the plan. For
example, if the number of shares au-

thorized under a plan is increased-

from 4,000 shares to 10,000 shares at a
time when options have already been
granted under the plan to purchase

3,000 of the previously  authorized’

shares, an option granted after the
modification will be a qualified stock
option if it is not an option to pur-
chase any of the additional 6,000
shares authorized by the mod1flcation.
In determining-for this purpose which
shares are subject to a particular
option, the first option granted after
the modification will be considered an
option to buy originally authorized
shares to the extent there are‘any
suich shares not subject to a previously
granted option. If options to buy origi-
nally authorized shares and options to
buy additional shares are granted, the
granting corporation may designate
which options are options to buy origi-
nally authorized shares to the extent
there are originally authorized shares
not subject to a previously granted
option.” In the previous example,
absent such a designation, if ten op-
tions were granted on different days
after the plan modification,
option for the purchase of 700 shares,
the first option would be a qualified
stock option since 1,000 originally au-

each
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thorized shares are not subject to any
previously granted option. The second
option would not be a qualified stock
option because it includes an option to
buy 400 shares that were not original-
1y authorized and therefore could not

have been granted without the modifi- -

cation. If the order in which the ten
options were granted could not be de-
termined and no such designation
were made under this paragraph, none
of the options would be a qualified
stock option. If the modification en-
larges the class of employees eligible
to receive options, any option granted
to a newly eligible employee would not
be a qualified stock option.

(8) Ezercise of certain options after
May 20, 1981. If a qualified ‘stock
option granted after May 20, 1976, is
exercised after May 20, 1981, the
option will be treated as if it were a
nonqualified stock option that did not
have a readily  ascertainable fair
market value.at the time it was grant-
ed. Thus, if such a qualified stock
option is exercised after May 20, 1981,
section 421(a) will not apply to the
transfer of stock pursuant to the exer-
cise of the option, and such transfer
will be taxed under section 83. See
§1.83-7(a) for rules relating to the
treatment of nonqualified stock op-
tions under section 83.

'§1.424 [Deleted] -

PAR. 3. Section 1.424 is deleted.

PaR. 4. Section 1.424-2 is amended
by adding a new paragraph (d)5) to
read as follows

§1.424-2 Restricted stock optipns.
- ) \ . . *7 * .

(d) Certain options granted after De-
cember 31, 1963, * * *

(5) An option granted after Decem-
ber 31, 1963, that is treated as a re-
stricted stock option under section
424(c)(3) and this paragraph must be
exercised before May 21, 1981, in order
for section 421(a) to apply to the
transfer of stock pursuant to such ex-
ercise. If such an option is exercised
after May 20, 1981, section 421(a) will
not apply to the transfer of stock pur-
suant to such exercise, and section 83
will apply to such transfer as if the
option wefe a nonqualified stock
option without a readily ascertainable
fair market value at the time of its
grant. See § 1.83-7(a) for rules relating
to the treatment of nonqualified stock
options under section 83. °

JEROME KURTZ,

. - Commissionerof
Internal Revenue,

[FR Doc. 78-35308 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

‘

[3710-08-M] 4
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of tho Army
[32 CFR Part 542]
[AR 145-21]

SCHOOLS AND COLLEGES !

ROTC~—Junior Pregrum and National Defense
Cadet Corps Organization, Administration,
Operation, and Support

. AGENCY: Department of the Army,

DoD.
ACTION: Proposed rule, *

SUMMARY: A review of 32 CFR Part
542 revealed a need to update informa-
tion concerning the Junior ROTC and
the National Defense Cadet Corps pro-
grams and to rewrite the document to
improve its readability. The Army pro-
poses to delete from Part 542 informa-
tion relating to the organization, ad.
ministration, operation, and support
aspects of the programs because this is
internal procedural information. Addi.
tionally, the complete AR 145-2 can be
obtained from the Army by writing to
the activity stated in Section 542.7.

DATE: Comments must be recelved on
or before January 19, 1979.

‘ADDRESS: Send comments to: Com-
mander, US Army Military Personnel
Center, ATTN: DAPC-OPP-P, 200
Stovall Street, Alexandria, Virginia
22332.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Lieutenant Colonel James P. Hunt,
Area Code 202-325-0596.

Dated: December 8, 1978,

JAMES P, HUNT,
LTC, US Army, Chief, Procure-
ment and Accessions Branch
MILPERCEN.

In consideration of the foregolng. it
is proposed to amend 32 CFR Part 542
as set forth below:

PART 542—SCHOOLS AND COLLEGES

Séc.

542.1
542.2
5423
542.4
542.5

Purpose.
Applicability. .
Definitfons.
Objectives.

Policies.

542.6 Responsibilities.
542.7 Program information,

"AvuTtHORITY: Secs. 3012, 4651, T0A Stat,
157, 260, sec. 201, 78 Stat. 1069; 10 U.S.C.
2111, 3012, 4654.

§542.1 Purpose

This regulation prescrlbes policies
for administering the Junior Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps (JROTC) and
the National Defense Cadet Corps
(NDCC). :
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§5422 Applicability.

This regulation applies to the De-
partment of the Army (including the
corps and their units), schools, and
personnel associated with applying for
these programs.

§542.3 Definitions.

The following terms apply to the
JROTC and NDCC programs:

(a) Junior Reserve Officers’ Training
Carps (JROTO).. The organization of
units established by the Department.
of the Army (under 10 USC 2031) at.
public and private secondary schools
to conduct student leadership train-
ing. Also, a general term used:

(1) To describe all JROTC training
conducted at secondary schools.

(2) To denote the members, instruc-
tion, and other related matters.

(b) Nuational Defense Cadet Corps
NDCCQC). Students taking part in lead-
ership studies at any school under 10
USC 4651 and as prescribed by the
Secretary of the Army. Used in a
broad sense to refer to the program
and related mafters.

(¢} Leadership Development (LD)
Program. The JROTC curriculum
which consists of a 4- or 3-year pro-
gram of instruction (LD-1, -2, -3, and -
4). .

d) M‘letazy Science (MS). The
Senior ROTC curriculum which con-
sists of two courses—the basic course
(MS-I and MS-II) and the advanced
course (MS-TIT and MS-IV).

(e) Region commanders. Region
commanders applies to:

- (1) The commanding generals of the
following ROTC regions: -

(i) US. Army ROTC Region, Fort
Bragg, NC 28307.

(ii) US Army Second ROTC Region,
Fort Knox, KY 40121,

(iii) US Army Third ROTC Region,
Fort Riley, KS 66442.

(iv) US Army Fourth ROTC Region,
Fort Lewis, WA 98433.

- (2) The Commander-in-Chief, US
Army Europe, APO New York 09403.

§5424 Objectives.

The Army JROTC/NDCC objectives
are to develop in each cadet—

(a) Good citizenship and patriotism.

(b) Self-reliance, leadership, and re-
- sponsiveness to constituted authority.

(c) The ability to communicate. well
both orally and inr writing:

(d) An appreciation of the impor-
tance of physical fitness.

(e) A respect for the role of the US
Army in support. of national objec-
tives.

(6 A knowledge of basic military
skills.

2

§542.5 Policies.

(a) The Junior Reserve Omcers
Training Corps and the National De-
fense Cadet Corps programs are de-
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signed for physically fit citizens at-
tending participating schools. They
provide meaningful leadership instruc-
tion of benefit to the student and of
value to. the Armed Forces. The pro-
grams provide unique educational op-
portunities for young citizens through
their participation in a Federally-spon-
sored course while pursuing a2 normal
civilian education. Students will ac-
quire:

(1) An understanding of the funda-
mental concept of leadership, military
art and science,

(2) An introduction to related pro-
fessional knowledge, and

(3). An appreciation of requirements
for national security. The dual roles of
citizen/soldier and soldier/citizen are
studied.

(b) Participants in either of the pro-
grams will acquire relevant knowledge
and develop personally. Schools con-
ductng these programs will o{fer their
students the challenge of intellectual
inquiry under the direction of instruc-
tors who are experienced leaders.
(JROTC instructors are active duty or
retired members. of the US Army.
NDCC schools may employ retired or
Reserve members.) These programs
provide an atmosphere designed to de-
velop the qualitles of leadership.
Through classroom and other activi-
ties, the students will acquire the
knowledge, self-discipline, patriotism,
sense of responsibility, and responsive-
ness to constituted authority which
will ‘better prepare them for the
future. These programs will enable
cadets to better serve their country as

.leaders, as citizens, and in military

service should they enter it.

(c) The programs were set up as part
of the National Defense Act of 1916.
‘The principle of maintaining national
programs of training for the young
citizens attending school was validated
during congressional hearings preced-
ing passage of the ROTC Vitalization
Act of 1964. The JROTC and NDCC
are not, of themselves, officer-produc-
ing programs but should create favora-
ble attitudes and impressions” toward
the Services and toward careers in the
Armed Forces. JROTC/NDCC cadets
may qualify for an advantageous posi-
tion in the Senior ROTC upon enlist-
ment in Service.

(@) Participation in JROTC/NDCC
does not obligate the student to per-
form military or any other Federal
service. Although all qualified stu-
dents of JROTC/NDCC host schools
are encouraged to take part in these
programs, they are not required by
Federal law to do so. State, communi-
ty, or school authorities decree wheth-
erstudents must be in the programs.

(e) The National Defense Cadet
Corps differs from the Junior Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps in that—

558833

(1) NDCC instructors must be pro-
vided by the school. Although these
instructors are subject to Army ap-
proval, there is no cost-sharing ar-
rangement as exists for JROTC.

(2) Schools or students must provide
uniforms, if desired, in the NDCC pro-
gram.

§5126. Responsibilities.

(2) The Secretary of the Ammy (as
charged by law)— -

(1) Formulates and prepares all
Army ROTC and NDCC plans, poli-
cies, regulations, and instructions to
carry out statutory provisions.

(2) Ensures that laws relating to the
JROTC/NDCC are complied with.

(b) The Chief of Staff, US Army su-
pervises and controls the JROTC/
NDCC.

(c) The Deputy Chief of Staff for
Personnel has general staff responsi-
bility for JROTC/NDCC plans, poli-
cles, and programs.

(d) The Commanding General, TS
Army Military Personnel Center is re-
sponsible for admmistermg: the Army
JROTC/NDCC progratns and an-
nouncing policy changes.

(e) The Commanding General, US
Army Training and Doctrine Com-
mand is responsible for managing the
JROTC/NDCC except for those func-
tions and responsibilities retained.by
Headquarters, Department of the

(D) Region commanders are responsi-
ble for pperating and administering
the JROTC/NDCC training conducted
within their areas. -

§5427 Program Information.

The JROTC/NDCC programs are
prescribed in Army Regulation 145-2.
Coples of AR 145-2 can be purchased
from the Army. Address your lefter to
the following address for the cost of
the publication:

Commander., US Army AG Publications
Center, 2500 Eastern” Boulevard, Balti-
more, Maryland 21220,

[FR Doc. 78-35035 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am1

[1505-01-M] -
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Coast Guard
{33 CFR Parts 130,.131]

[CGD T7-055]1

OFFSHORE OIL POLLUTION LIABILITY AND
COMPENSATION

Proposed Rules.
Correction

In FR Doc. 78-33797 appearing at
page 56840 in the issue for Monday,
December 4, 1978, make the following
corrections:
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(1) On page 56841 in the first
column, in the second complete para-
graph, in the fourth line, “Title II”
should read “Title III”.

(2) On page 56848, in the middle
column, in §130.103(a), in-the third
line, “$0.3” should read “$.03". .

(3) On’ page 56855, in the thlrd
column, below the 51gnature, “FR Doc.
78-1?7797" should rea.d “FR Doc 78~
33797

[4910-60-M]

Materials Trcnsp'orfuﬁon Bureau
[49 CFR Parts 172,173, 178] .
{Docket No. HM-139A Notice No. 78-141

INDIVIDUAL EXEMPTIONS, CONVERSION TO

REGULATIONS.OF GENERAL APPLICABILITY

AGENCY: Materials Transportation
Bureau, Research and.Special Pro-
grams Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of Proposed Rule-
making.

SUMMARY: The Materials 'I‘ra.nspor-
tation Bureau is considering amending
the regulations governing .the trans-
portation of hazardous materials to in-

corporate therein a number of changes

based on existing' exemptions which
have been granted to individual appli-

- cants allowing them to perform partic-
ular functions in a manner that varies

from that specified by the regulations.
Adoption of these exemptions as rules
of general applicability would provide
wider access to the benefits of trans-

portation innovations recogmzed as ef-

fective and safe.

DATES: Comments ‘must be received
on or before Ja.pua.ljy 17,1979, -,

ADDRESS COMMENTS TO: Dockets
Branch, Materials Transportation
Buredu, U.S. Department of Transpor-
tation, Washington, D.C. 20590. It is
xt;gg.uested that five copies be subm.it-
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FOR FURTHER,K INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Douglas A. Crockett, Office of Haz-
ardous Materials Regulation, 2100
Second Street, S.W.,” Washington,
D.C. 20590 (202—426—2075)

'SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

This is the twelfth notice published
under-Docket HM-139 since the first
notice appeared in the FEDERAL REGIS-
TER-0on September 13, 1976. It is appar-

. ent that some method is necessary to

distinguish between the many differ-
ent notices and amendments that will
continue to appear under this docket
number in the future. Consequently,
in ‘order to eliminate confusion and

.provide for easier reference, all notices

and amendments published under
HM-139 will be identified with a letter

suffix. For example, this notice ‘and.

any forthcoming amendments based
on this notice will be idenitfied as
HM-139A. The next notice will be

identified as HM-139B, and so on. Pri- ~
" mary drafters of these proposals are

Darrell L. Raines, and John C, Allen,
Office of Hazardous Materials Regula-
tion, and Evan Braude, Office of the
Chief Counsel, Research and Special
Programs Administration.

Fach of the proposed amendments

described -in the following table is .

founded upon either: (1) actual ship-
ping experience gained under an ex-
emption, or (2) data and analysis sup-
plied in the application. In each case

.the resulting level of safety being af-

forded the public is considered at least

- equal to the level of safety provided by

the current regulations. -

These proposals would not signifi-
cantly affect the costs of. regulatory
enforcement, nor would additional
costs be imposed on the private sector,
consumers, or Federal, State or local
governments, since these proposals
would merely authorize the general
use of shipping alternatives previously
available to only a few users under ex-
emptions. The safety record of ship-

ments under the identified exemptions
demonstrates that significant environ-
mental impacts would not result from

" any of the proposals. Adoption of an

amendment derived from an existing
exemption would obviate the nced for
that exemption and effectively termi-
nate it. Upon such termination, the
holder of the exemption and parties
thereto would be individually notified.
Adoption of an amendment derived
from an application for exemption
should provide the relief sought, in
whch event the exemption request
would be denied and the applicant so
notified. In the event the Bureau-de-
cides not to adopt any of these propos-
als each pertinent application would
be evaluated and acted upon in accord.
ance with the applicable provisions of
the exemption procedures in 49 CFR
Part 107, Subpart B. Consequently,
persons commenting on proposed
amendments may wish to address both-

the proposed amendment and the ex-

emption application. Consideration of
comments of the merits of including
within an.amendment modes of trans.
portation other than those for which
the exemption applcation requestéd is
anticipated.

Bach mode of transportation for
which a particular exemption is au-
thorized or requested is Indicated in

‘ the “Nature of Exemption or Applica-

tion” portion of the.table below as fol-
lows: 1—Motor vehicle, 2—Rall freight,
3—Cargo vessel, 4—Cargo-only air-
craft, 5—Passenger-carrying alrcraft.
The status of the exemption action is
indicated in the column titled Identifi-
cation Number where prefix “E"
means an exemption has been issued.
The suffix “No” means no applications
for exemptions are pending, but the
Bureau is taking action by this propos-«
al; the suffix “X” means a renewsal ap-
plication is pending; the suffix “P”
means one or more party status appll-
cations are pending; and the suffix
“N” means a new application for ex-
emption is pending.

T Proposed Amendments of Hazardous Materials Regulations to Terminate E:temptibns

Regulation -
Affected -

Identificatién No. - Applicant Holder Nature of Exemption or Application Nature of Proposed Amendment
. Callery Chemical Company. $172.101,  Has authorized the shipment of diborane, To add a new entry to the Hazardous Mate.

E-930-No........

173.302(g).

a flammable compressed gas, in DOT

rials Table in § 172.101 to read as follows:

Specification 3AA1800, 3AA2015  and
3AA2400 cylinders for more than 25-
years. Cylinders are overpacked in DOT
15A wooden boxes with certain excep-
tions and the {filling density of the cylin.

, ders may not exceed 7-percent diborane.
Each cylinder must also bear the Poison .
Gas label in addition to the Flammable

“Gaslabel. (Modes 1, 2, 3). _
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Q) Q) Q) [O) (5) (6) ()}
- .
Maximm st quaaity
Packaging in osa package Uszsr shipmeats
- Labels(s)
/] Rarardous msterisls descripticas- § Harard x:qukul (e) ®) (s) O} (s) (¢9) c}
U/| end proper shipping asmes class] “(4f mot |, Passsasst .
A ¥ sxcepted) Specific carryisg Cargo Paa=
Exceptions require- § asrcralt oaly Cargo | sesger [Other sequiramsats
seats or railcar airerafe| vessal] vessael
Diborane, ambient Flasm— |Flzmmable None 173,302 Torbidden Torbidden 1 s Separate from chlorise
able f[gas and and materials bearing
gas Poison Gas tha oxidizer label.
~
’
. o
i AN

Proposed Amendments of Hazardous Materials Regulations to Terminate Exemptions—Continued

Identification No.

Applicant Holder Regulstion
Affected

Nature of Exemption or Application

Nature of Proposed Amendment

‘To add paragraph (g) to §173.302 to read as
follows:
(g) Diborene end diborane miztures.
Diborane and diborane mixtures muost

be shipped In Specification 3441800
(§178.37 of this subchapter), cylinders,
The maximum {iliing density of the di-
borane shall not exceed 7-percent regard-
less of whether diborane or diborane
mixed with & compatible gas is charged
into the cylinder. Cylinders must have
valves protected by metal caps. In addl-
tion, cylinders must be in

cation 15A (§ 178.163 of this subchapter),
wooden boxes except for 3AA2400 cylin-
ders equipped with only a single valve
and protected by a neck ring, rupture
disk, and steel protective cap. Consignee
must noti{y shipper by wire upon receipt
of the order.

(2) Specification MC 311 'or MC 312
(§178343 of this subchapter). Tank
motor vehicles. Tanks must be insplated
and equipped with a safety relief valves.
If the valve Incorporates a rupture disc it
.must have a maximum pressure of one
and ope-half times the design pressure of
the tank. Tanks equipped with interior
heater colls not permitted.

(3) Specification 105A300W (3179100,
179.101 of this subchapter). Tank car.
Tank car must be externally colled and
have a safety rellef valve set at not more
than 225 psig. Cars equipped with interior
heater colls not permitted.

(I} Each tank car must be marked
“Sultur Trioxide™ in accordance with the
requirements of §172.330 of this sub-
chapter.
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Froposed Amendments of Hazardous Materials Regulations to Terminate Exemptions—Continued

Identification No. Applicant Holder RgAgﬂntlon Nature of Exemption or Application Nature of Proposed Amendment

E 6931-X.unvurssessssresnssncsnsaionssnss Allfed Chemical §173.245 Authorizes shipments of an ammonia solu- To revise paragraph (a)(32) to read:
Corporation. - . (a)32); tion consisting of 30-percent ammonia (32) Specification 103AW, 103A-ALW,
. and 70 percent water in DOT 105A100W, 103ANW, 103BW, 103CW, 103EW,
105A300W, or AAR-201A80W insulated 105A100W, 105A200ALW, 105A300W,
- R . . aluminum tank cars. (Mode 2). 111A100F2, 111A60ALW2, 111A60W2,
M " - 111A60W5, or AAR-201-AB0W (§§ 179,100,
-~ 179.101, 179,200, 178.201 of thls sub«
i chapter). Tank cars, Specitication
T i T = - - 105A200ALW tank cars authorized only
. for acetic anhydride. Speclfication
105A100W, 105A300W, and AAR-
- 201A80W tank cars authoriz¢d only for

. ' ammonium hydroxide.
E5867—No. ......................... oo Stauffer Chemical §172.101, Authorizes shipments of sulfur trioxide T¢ delete the word stabllized after sulfur
Company. . 173.273. withouts an additive (unstabilized) in trioxide in § 172.101 (Hazardous Materlals
E 6070-No...... e Citles Service Compa.ny.....,.. Specification MC 311 and MC 312 cargo ‘Table) and In the headlng of §173.273.
E 6083-No..... e Stauffer Chemical tanks; 105A300W tank car tank, external- Paragraph (b) of § 173,273 would bo added
Company. 1y coiled, and having safety rellef devices to provide for sulfur trlox{de, unstabillzed
E 6281-No E. I DuPont set at not more than 225 psig; and any to read:

B 1597-N0 iuccsssssscnsscnsssssnsannnnses RIVerside Chemical Co.; .
Drexel Chemical Co.;
Southern Farmers Assn.;
Helena Chemical Co.;
‘Thompson-Hayward
Chemical Co.; Valley Co-
Op oil Mill; Staple Cotton
Services Assn.; Valley

- Chemical Co.; Mallard

* Chemical Co.; Triangle .
Chemical Co.

Seedkem South, Inc.; MFC ° §173.359(a),
Services (AAL); Cotton - 173.359(b).
States Chemical Co.;

Southland Agricultural”
Chemicals; Hanshaw
Manufacturing Co., Inc.;
‘Woolfolk Chemical
‘Works, Inc.; Apollo N
Enterprises, Inc.; United
Seed Company; Cleveland
Chemical Co.; Micro
Chemical Co.

... Minet Safety Appliances
Company.

E 7864-X..ccinsvissmcrrensssnrescsssaeen

E 7870-No.... eennmnennssess EXplogiochi, S.P.A. (U.S.
Co +Agent: Elihu H. Modlin).

DOT Specification cylinder as prescribed *

by 49 CFR Parts 100 to 199 for any com-
pressed gas except acetylene under cer-
tain conditions. (Modes 1, 2, 4).

i
§173.358(a) ... Authorizes shipments of methyl parath-

fon, organic phosphate compound and
parathion, liquid in DOT Specification
17E steel drums of 55-gallon capacity
having body and heads of 18-gauge mini-
mum thickness and by private motor car-
rier only. (Mode 1).

Authorizes shipments of methyl parathion
mixtures, organic phosphate compound
mixtures, and parathion mixtures in
DOT Specification 17E steel drums of 55-
gallon capacity having body and heads of
18-gauge minimum thickness and by pri-
vate motor carrier only. (Mode 1).

§173.202(a) ... Authorizes the shipment of potassium,

metal liquid alloy and sodium, metal
liquid alloy Iin DOT Specification

4BW240 cylinders equipped with steel:

valve protection caps or collars, or must

" be packed in strong wooden boxes and se-
cured therein to protect the valves.
(Modes 1, 2, 3).

§1‘73 100(p)... Authorizes shipments of toy caps as pre-

scribed in § 173.100(p) except that when
the caps are blister packed the minimum
thickness of the plastic may be 0.005
inches instead of 0.006 inches. (Modes 1,
2). PS

P

(b) Sulfur trioxtde, unstabilized, must
be packed in specification containers oy
follows:

(1) Cylinders as prescribed for any come«
pressed gas, except acetylene. Cylinders
must be closed by metal plugs or valves.
If valves are used, they must be protected
by a valve protection cap, and each valve
outlet must be capped or plugged, Cylin.
ders must have a minimum service pres.
sure of 400 psig and a maximum capaclty
of one gallon, Safety rellef devices are not
. permitted. Cylinders must be overpacked

in strong outside containers.
To add paragraph (a)(156) to read:

(16) Specification 17E (§178.116 of thiy
subchapter). Steel drum (single-trip),
which must be made of not less than 18-
gauge body and heads, Authorized for
methyl parathion, organic phosphate
compound, and parathion only, and by
private motor carrler only.

-

To agd paragraph (a)(18) and (bX13) to
read:

Specification 1TE (§ 178.116) of this sub-
chapter). Steel drum (single-trip), which
must be made of not less than 18.gauge
body and heads. Authorized for methyl
parathlon mixtures, organic phosphate
compound mixtures, and parathfon mix«
tl;lxl]'es only, and by private motor carrler
only.

To add paragraph (3) to read:

(3) Specification 4BW240 (§178.64 of
this subchapter) cylinder. Each cylinder
must be equipped with steel valve protec«
tion caps or collars, or be packed {n
strong wooden boxes and secured therein
to protect the valves,

To amend paragraph (p) by changing the
thickness of the noncombustible plastic
blister package from a minimum 0.006 to
a minimum 0.005 inch {n thickness,
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Proposed Amendments of Hazardous Materials Regulations to Terminale Exemptions—Continued

Identification No.

Applicant Holder

Regulation
Affected

Nature of Exemption or Application -~

Nature of Proposed Amendment

E-7894-No

Paper Mills.

E-7926-No

- i
E-7935-No .....

Company.

"E- 8071-N. .. Ethyl Corp

resressesneses IRNAUSEHIAT Cylinder

§172.101,

§173.202,
§ 173.202(n).

in wircbound bales. Paper must be free
from ol or other forelgn matter liable to
cause spontancous Ignition during trans-
portation. (Modes 1, 2).

eeerrreeeene. Gireat Lakes Chemical Corp. §173.357(bX2) Authorizes shipments of a mixture con-

not more than 45 percent by
welght chloroplerin, not lecs than 54 per-

meeseneseses W EYEThaeuser Co., Erving §173.i86 s AUthorizes shipments of waste paper, wet To revise §173.188 to read:

Paper waste, wet, must be packed fn
hermetically sealed metal-lined wooden

boxes or alr-tight metal containers except

that paper waste, wet, free from oil or
other forelgn matter lable to cause spon-
taneous {gnition may be shipped in tight
bales.
‘To revise paragraph (2) to read:
(2) Specification 5A or 5B (§§178.81,
178.82 of this subchapter). Metal drums

cent by weight of ethylene dibromid
and not more than 500 PPAL by welght of
water. (Modes 1,2, 3).

§178.37-5(a).. Authorizes shipments of any hazardous

materials for which a DOT Specification
3AA cylinder s preseribed In a non-speci-
flcation cylinder made to DOT Specifica-
tion 3AA except that the low silicon con-
tent preseribed for 4130X steel designa-
tlon Is 0.15/0.35 Instead of 0.20/0.35.
(Modes 1,2,3,4,5).

Requested an exemption to ship sodium
potassium alloy (liquld) in DOT Speclifl-
cation 51 portable tanks, (Afodes 1, 2, 3).

not exceed! 33-gallon capacity with
welded seams. Specification 5B author-
fzed only for chloroplerim mixtures con-
taining not over 45 percent chloropicrin
by welght. Removable head contalners
not authorized.

To amend the silicon content for 4130X
steel designation In §178.37-5(a) to read
0.15/0.35.

To revize the entry In §172.101 for Sodium
potassium alloy by adding (sclid) in ital-
{es: add a new entry for sodium potassinum
alloy (Qiquid) In §172.101; revise the title
of 173.202 and 173.202(a) and add para-
graph (4) to read:

) @

»

Bazcrdous materisls descriptions
and propsr ghippicg nimes

&/
w/

Q)

Hezard

(O]

- Labals(s)

(1t not
excspted)

class

()

Packaging

10)

Maximas mat quaaity
ia cas packags

@) .

* .

Yater shipmeazs

()

Exceptican

»)

Spaciflic
require—
sssts

(s)

“Passeager -
carcylag

atrerafe

or raflcsr

Caxzo
vessal

(s) ic)

Sodivs potsssiuz alloy (1liquid)

Sodiua potassive alloy (éolid)

Flace—
- able
- solid

Flaos~
able
solid

Plammable
solid and
Dangerous
vhen wet

Plammabie
solid and
Dangerous
when vet

Hone

Kone

173.202 |Yorbidden

25 pocds

173,206 | Yorbidden ® | 25 pounds

1,2

Under deck stowage must
be readily sccessible.
Segrezation same as for
flemadle solids labeled
Dangerous When Wet.

Toder deck stowage must
be readily accassible.
Segregation szae as for
flam2able solids labeled
Daxzzerces When Vet.
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Proposed Amendments of Hazardous Materials Regulations to Terminate Exemptions —Continued

Identification No.

Applicant Holder

Regulation
Affected

Nature of Exemption or Applleation

Nature of Proposed Amendment

E- 8072-Nuneeressmsssssssmsssessssssesses Mobay Chemical Corp

seseoesess

§173.202 Sodium and potassium, or
Sodium potassium, metallle liquld alloy, * -

(2) Sodium and potassium or Sodium
potassium, metallic liquid alloy must be
lm.c:ked in specification containers as fol-

ows:

(4) Specification 51 (§178.245 of this
subchapter), Portable tanks having a
minimum design pressure of 176 pounds
per square Inch. Safety rellef devices
must communicate with the vapor sphce
when tanks are fully loaded. Tank must
be blanketed with dry nitrogen at a pres.
sure not to cxceed 16 psig at all times. «

§173. 377(b)(6) Requested an exemption to ship organic To revise paragraph (b)6) to read:
phosphate compound mixtures in DOT

(6) Specitication 12B (§178.205 of this

Specification 2D paper bags not over 5- subchapter). Fiberboard box with inside

pound capacity and in 16-ounce polyvinyl
_ alcohol film pouches. (Modes 1, 2, 3).

Specification 2D (§178.23 of this sub-
chapter) paper bags not over 5-pound ca-
pacity each and having an addit{onal foll
liner. The mixtures may be further
packed In water soluble 1% mil polyvinyl
alcohol film pouches of not more than 16+
ounce capacity each with not more than §
pouches per specification bag, Completed

package may not exceed 65 pounds gross
welght and must meet the test require<
ments of paragraphs (d) and (e) of this
section. Authorize only for mixtures in
which the llquid is absorbed in’concentra-
tions no greater than 67 percent.

(49 U.S.C. 1803, 1804, 1808; 49. CFR
1.53(e) and paragraph (a) of App. A to
Part 106).

The
Bureau has determined that this
notice will not result in a major eco-
nomic impact under the terms of Ex-
ecutive Order 12044 and DOT imple-
menting procedure (43 FR 9582).- A
regulatory evaluation is available in
the public docket.

Issued in Washington, D.C. Decem-
ber 1, 1978.

AraN I. ROBERTS,
Director, Office of Hazardous
Materials Regulation, Materi-
als Transportation Bureai.
- {FR Doc. 78-34951 Filed 12-15-’(8; 8:45 am]

.

[4910-59-M]

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration  °

[49 CFR Part 533]

[Docket No. FE-77-05; Notice 6]

LIGHT TRUCK AVERAGE FUEL ECONOMY
STANDARDS MODEL YEAR 1981

. Proposed Rulemaking—Invitation of '
Applications for Financial Assistance

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), De-
partment of Transportation.

Materials Transportation )

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing and invitation of applications for
financial assistance.

SUMMARY: This notice announces
the receipt. by NHTSA of a Chrysler
Corporation petition, requesting the
reduction of the 1981 model year light
truck average fuel economy standards,
describes the issues and subjects in-
volved, and invites public comment to
assist the agency in reaching a final
decision on the .petition. This notice’
also invites applications for financial
assistance from individuals or organi-
zations which can effectively supple-
ment the record of this proceeding but
which are financially unable to pa.rtici-
pate without assistance.

DATES: Written comments on the pe-
tition must be submitted by January
‘17, 1979. Applications for financial as-

_sistance must be submitted by Decem-

ber 28, 1978.

ADDRESSES: Comments on this peti-
tion must refer-to Docket Number FE-
77-05, Notice 6, and be submitted
(preferably in ten copies) to the
Docket Section, National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, Room

- 5108, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Wash-

ington, D.C. 20590. Comments contain-
ing information for which confidential

- ‘treatment is requested should be sub-

mitted (preferably in three copies) to:
Chief Counsel, National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, Room
5219, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20590, and seven addition-

.

al copies from which the purportedly
confidential information has been de-
leted should be sent to the Docket
Section.- Applications for financial as-

- sistance should be submitted to Ms.

Jeannette Feldman, Special Assistant
to the Evaluation Board, National
Highway Traffic Safety Administra-
tion, Room 5232, 400 Seventh Street,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: .

Mr. Francis J. Turpin, Office of
Automotive Fuel Economy Stand-
ards (NRM-21), National Highway
Traffic Safety Administration, 400
Seventh Street, S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20590 (202-472-6902).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
On March 23, 1978, NHTSA published
in 43 FR 11995 average fuel economy
standards for light trucks (up to 8600
pounds gross vehicle welght rating
(GVWR)) manufactured in model
years 1980-81. These standards, estab-
lished under the authority of section
502(b) of the Motor Vehicle Informa-
tion and Cost Savings Act (“the Act'),
15 U.S.C. 2002(b), were set at levels of
16.0 and 14.0 miles per gallon for two-
and four-wheel drive light trucks, re-
spectively, manufactured in model
year 1980; and 18.0 and 15.6 mpg for
two- and four-wheel drive light trucks,
respectively, manufactured in model
year 1981. These levels were deter-
mined to be the “maximum feasible
average fuel economy levels,” consid-

‘
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ering technological feasibility, eco-
nomic practicability, the effect of
other Federal motor vehicle standards
on fuel economy, and the need of the
nation to conserve energy, as required
by sections 502(b) and (e) of the Act.

The agency originally proposed (see
.42 FR 63184, December 15, 1977) that
the 1981 light truck standards be es-
tablished at levels of 20.5 and 17.7
miles per gallon for two- -and four-
wheel drive light trucks, respectively.
Chrysler, the other light truck manu-
facturers, and others objected to the
proposed standards and asserted that
the manufacturers were faced with a
choice of closing down some plants or
violating the law. The standards were
ultimately promulgated at the lower
levels specified above. Chrysler recom-
mended in its written comments on
NHTSA’s proposed standards that
standards be established for the 1981
model year at levels no higher than
approximately 16.6 and 14.6 mpg, for
two- and four-wheel drive light trucks,
respectively. See Docket Number FE-
77-05, Notice 1, Number 120, p. 18.

No petitions for reconsideration or
suits for judicial review were filed in
connection with the final 1981 fuel
economy standards. On September 20,
1978, Chrysler Corporation requested
that the 1981 light truck fuel economy
standards be .reduced to 16.5 and 14.5
mpg for. two- and four-wheel drive

light trucks, respectively. See NHTSA -

Docket Number FE-77-05, N06-1, lo-
cated in the NHTSA Docket Room. In
this letter, Chrysler cited EPA’s intro-
duction of mew coastdown procedures
and proposed redefinition of “truck
lines” as well as allegedly overly opti-
mistic projections of the fuel economy
benefits associated with” “slippery lu-
bricants” used by DOT in setting the
1981 standards as the reasons for their
claimed inability to comply with the
1981 light truck standards. In the ab-
sence of a reduction in the standards,
Chrysler claims to be faced with either
closing down some of its truck plants
and limiting the sale of their less fuel
efficient trucks, or violating the law.
Chrysler subsequently stated that, in
the absence of a reduction in the
standards, up to 200,000 trucks might
be cut from its 1981 production.
Docket FE-T7-05, N06, #2. In a letter
of October 23, 1978, Chrysler fur-
nished a’model year 1979 average fuel
economy estimate which is significant-
.1y lower than an adjusted 1977
‘NHTSA baseline used to set the 1981
standards. See NHTSA Docket FE-77~
05, NO6, #14. -
In response to the September 20
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letter, and after ascertaining that
Chrysler intended the letter to be
treated as a petition to amend the
standard under the agency’s procedur-
al rules (49 CFR Part §52), NHTSA in-
dicated that it would treat Chrysler’s
letter as a formal petition as soon as
detailed factual information support-
ing the requested changes were sub-
mitted, as required by 49 CFR 552.4(c).
See Docket No. FE-17-05, N06, #3. By
November 24, 1978, Chrysler submit-
ted much (but certainly not all) of the
information necessary for the agency
to proceed in its evaluation of the re-
quest. See Docket No. FE-T77-05, N06,
#4. Therefore, NHTSA is granting
Chrysler's petition to initiate rulemak-
ing and is issuing this notice seeking
additional comment regarding the
1981 light truck standards, after which
the agency will issue a final decision
on the standards.

- Although only Chrysler has to date
petitioned for a lowering of the 1981
standards, any such lowering would
affect the other manufacturers as
well. Since the standards are generally
applicable to all manufacturers, if the
agency determined that the basls for
the 1981 standards was partially inval-
id, any revisions to the standard to
correct the invalidity would affect all
companies subject to the standard. In
fact, revisions to the generally applica-
ble standards might also require revi-
sion to the “limited product 1line”
standard established primarily for In-
ternational Harvester Corporation, if
the basis for the revision also applied
to the latter standard. The potential
industry-wide impact of such a reduc-
tion is indicated by recent statements
of a General Motors officlal, as report-
ed in the November 27, 1978, issue of
Automotive News. In that article, the
GM official stated that GM’'s redesign
program might be-delayed pending a
decision on Chrysler's petition. The
agency, in a November 16 letter to
Ford, General Motors, and American
Motors, requested information on how
a reduction in the 1981 standards
would affect their plans to improve
the fuel economy of their light trucks.
See Docket FE-77-05, N06, #5, 6, and
1.

The detailed analysis and projec-
tions upon which the 1981 standards
are based as set forth in the preamble
to the FeperaL REGISTER notice estab-
lishing that standard, cited above, the
associated Rulemsaking Support Paper
and Supplement, and the “Final
Impact Assessment’ for the 1980 and
1981 standards. For the 1981 model
year, NHTSA projected that Chrysler

58839

could achieve fuel economy levels of
18.0 and 15.8 mpg for its two- and
{four-wheel drive light truck fleets, re-
spectively, including the use of im-
proved lubricants. These levels meet
(in the case of the two-wheel drive
standard) or exceeded (by 0.3 mpg for
four-wheel drive trucks) the applicable
standards, assuming that the Environ-
mental Protection Agency approves
the use of these new, fuel economy-im-
proving lubricants by January 1, 1980.
In the absence of such approval, the
standards would automatically be re-
duced by 0.5 mpg to account for the
manufacturers’ diminished improve-
ment capability.

In addition, the agency made a
number of projections as to specific -
technological changes which could be
applied to Chrysler’s light truck fleet
in model year 1981, as set forth in
Tables IV-13 and IV-14 of the May
1978 Rulemaking Support Paper Sup-
plement. Projected capital require-
ments for Chrysler and per vehicle
cost impacts for meeting the standard
are set forth in Tables V-5 and V-7 of
that document and in Tables IIT-10F,
II-11, and III-18. of the Final Impact
Assessment.

In its various submissions on Sep-
tember 20, 1978, and thereafter,
Chrysler raised arguments regarding

‘several of the agency’s specific projec-

tions. Perhaps the largest claimed dis-
crepancy, between the agency’s projec-

-tions of Chrysler’s capability to im-

prove the fuel economy of its light
trucks and Chrysler’s own projections,
involves the baseline fuel economy
levels. Since light trucks in the 6001-
8500 pound GVWR range had not
been tested by the Environmental Pro-
tection Agency (EPA) for emissions in
8 manner which yields fuel economy
data prior to the 1979 model year,
NHTSA estimated fuel economy data

-for those vehicles in the 1980-81 fuel

economy standards rulemaking. A re-
gression equation and limited proto-
type test data for vehicles in the 6001~
8500'pound GVWR range were used fo
extrapolate from test data for vehicles

with GVWR's under 6001 pounds, ad-
justing for differences in curb weight,
engine displacement, and total drive-
train ratio (N/V ratio) between the
previously tested trucks and the heavi-
er GVWR trucks which had not yet
been tested. All information available
to the agency during the 1980-81 rule-
making indicated that, for small
changes between vehicles, the regres-
slon equation provided a reasonably
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accurate method for projecting fuel
economy data, although not -being so
accurate at predicting the fuel econo-
my of individual vehicles where large
changes in configuration occur.

In support of' its petition, Chrysler
has submitted test data and estimates
for 1979 which indicate that its 1979
average fuel economy levels are 14.2
and 12.4 miles per gallon, for two- and
four-wheel drive light trucks, respec-
tively. Chrysler then compares those
levels to'the baseline fuel economy
" levels projected by NHTSA of 14.9 and
12,6 mpg on page III-19 of the May
1978 Rulemaking Support Paper Sup-
plement. However, a direct comparison.
of these sets of numbers is inappropri-
ate. The NHTSA baseline was a theo-
retical construction, based on 1977
technology levels and does not take
into account the transient effect of
changes in emission standards and cer--
tain portions of the emissions!test pro-
cedure which occurred in 1979. For ex-
ample, achieving NHTSA’s 1977 base-
, line fuel economy levels.in 1979 (unider

1979 emission standards and test pro-
cedures) might ' involve - making
changes to certain engine calibrations
and the use of optional “coast-down”
test procedures on some vehicles, to
take advantage of beneficial aerody-
namic or rolling resistance characteris-
tics of the test vehicles. The 1981
standards, "however, are *based on
NHTSA’s conclusion that' these im-
provements could be made not by
1979, but. by 1981. Therefore, NHTSA
is attempting to sort out these various
factors to determine - whether
Chrysler's 1979 test data indicates an
error in NHTSA’s 1977 baseline esti-
mate, or whether that data reflect the
transient effects discussed above and

Chrysler has not yet made all neces- -

sary optional testing which it could do
by 1981, Chrysler has incorporated
some fuel ecohomy improvéments he:
tween 1977 and 1979 which do not
dppear in the 1977 NHTSA basehne,
further complicating a direct compari-
son of the numbers. Comment is re-
quested on this- admxttedly comphcab-
ed issue.

A second a.rgument ra.ised by
Chrysler in its petition relates to the
fuel economy improvement potential
-of improved (lower {friction) lubri-
cants. The 1981 standards were based

-

on the assumption that fhese”lubri-

cants would be available for use’in the

1981 model year and would praduce a-

3 percent fuel economy benefit, i.e., 2
percent for crankease lubricants and 1

percent for rear axle lubricants. How-'

_ ever, since the use of these lubricants
had not yet been approved by EPA. for
use in fuel economy testing, the 1981
standards of 18.0,and 15.5 mpg were
conditioned on the ultimate approval
of their use by January 1, 1980. The
criteria which EPA has established for
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approval of the use of these lubricants.
are set forth in a February- 13, 1978,

Ietter from the EPA Assistant Admin-

istrator to NHTSA (Docket Number
FE-77-05, N01-195) and are designed
to assure that the lubricants will be
used in the field, not just in fuel econ-
omy testing. Chrysler, argues that the
EPA will not approve the use of these
lubricants’ by the specified date, be-
cause’ the manufacturers cannot.

assure the EPA that vehicle. owners’

will use the lubricants in actual serv-
ice. Docket FE-77-05 NOG #10.

-Chrysler further argues that even if

the Iubnca.nts were approved, the
beneﬁt achievable with the lubricants
is zero, thereby. requiring some. reduc-
tion in the.standards. Chrysler sup-
ports the zero improvement figure
with. four tests (beyond the data.previ-
ously submitted and considered by the
agency in setting the 1981 standard) of
new passenger cars, at mileages.up to
6,000 miles, using the friction modified
Exxon Uniflo crankcase- oil. No new
data reflecting higher vehicle mileage,
improved axle lubricants, or lubricants
of other suppliers were submitted by
Chrysler: Earlier Chrysler submissions
referred to in the September 20 letter
contained some data which tended to
support a two- percent fuel economy
improvement. for -improved engine
crankcase lubricants. The agency’s two’
percent. projection was based in part
on a series of tests. conducted. by
Exxon on six passenger cars at. be-
tween 2,000 and_ 18,000 miles and using
the new Uniflo, which showed an aver-
age fuel economy improvement of 5.5
percent compared to standard 10W 40
oil, as- well’ as test data. provided by
other lubricant manufacturers.

A third objection raised by. Chrysler
with Yrespect to the agency’s 1981
standard-setting analysis is in the area.
of -weight. reduction. The agency’ pro-
jected that between the 1977 and 1981
model years Chrysler could reduce the
fleet average test weight of its two-
wheel drive light trucks by 293 pounds
and its four-wheel drive trucks by 343
pounds. ' These reductions weére pro-
jected to improve Chrysler’s-fuel econ-
omy by .43 mpg and .37 mpg for two-
and féur-wheel drive light trucks,
respectively.The agency has as yet
been unable to understand the basis
for Chrysler’s objection on this point.
However; it appears that Chrysler cur-
rently plans to réduce the weight of its
1981 light trucks by a significantly
smaller amount than the agency previ-
ously projected and less than Chrysler
itself indicated to the agency in Febru-
ary in its-comments on the proposed
standards. Chrysler has not yet ade-
quately explained these differences.
Chrysler has also not yet provided any

information on the effect of its weight

reduction program on the test weights

of its truck fleet, and therefore on es-
timated fuel economy. s

Another argument raised by
Chrysler reldtes to the fuel economy
benefit achievable through reductions
in engine displacement or axle ratio
(CID x N/VJ. While there appears to
be no major difference between the
extent of the reductions in these areas
planned by Chrysler and those pro-
jected as feasible by the agency, there
does appear to be a significant differ-
ence with respect to the magnitude of
the fuel economy ‘improvement ex-
pected’ to be gained from the reduc-
tions. The agency has projected that a
10 percent reduction in CID x N/V
would obtain a fuel economy improve-
ment of approximately 4 percent, on
average.. This projection was based on
analyses of the fuel economy of previ-
ous model years’ passenger cars and
light trucks. Chrysler, on the other
hand, argues that only a 2.5 percent
fuel economy benefit would be ob-
tained for a 10 percent reducti%} in
CID x N/V. Chrysler provided or-
mation only with respect to its small-
est displacement. engine at four differ-
ent axle ratios to support the lower
figure.

The final major argument raised by
Chrysler involves the allegedly unac-
counted for impact of a proposed fuel
economy test procedure change. EPA
has proposed to redefine the term “car
line” -as it applies to light trucks, to
greatly increase the number of trucl{
line subdivisions within a manufactur-
er’s product line. The significance of
this change relates to the fact that in
item of optional equipment must be
installed on a fuel economy test vehi-
cle if more than 33 percent of the ve-
hicles projected to be sold within the
truck line which includes the test vehi-
cle will have that item installed. Thus,
the number of test vehicles with op-
tional equipment installed (and there-
fore with the fuel economy impact of
the item accounted for) will depend on
the pattern of optional equipment in-
stallation within a company’s product
line. Chrysler anticipates that if the
EPA proposal (see NHTSA Docket
Number FE-17-05, N0S, #1, App. X) is
adopted, the proportion of its fuel
economy test vehicles with optional
equipment installed ‘would increase
(due to its current pattern of option
installation), thereby reducing the
measured fuel economy of its‘fleet by
approximately 0.2 mpg. Chrysler has
not yet provided the basis for this pro-
jection.

. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

A period for submission of written
comments on the petition is being pro-
vided before the agency issues a final
decision, either revising the 1081
standards or denying the petition. The
deadline for these submissions is
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(thirty days after publication). All
timely written submissions will be
fully considered in arriving at the
final decision on this petition. The
agency will attempt to consider late
comments to. the extent feasible, but
timely submissions are strongly en-
couraged. This briefer than normal
comment period and brief period for
submission of financial assistance ap-
plications are established reluctantly,
but in recognition of Chrysler’s ex-
pressed need for a decision on the peti-
tion by January 1, 1979. Expeditious
resolution of the issues raised in
Chrysler’s petition is also needed to
permit the agency to proceed with its
- standard-setting analysis for 1982
model year light trucks. That rule-
making must be completed by approxi-
mately March 15, 1980, but the agency
deems it important to complete that
rulemaking, along with rulemaking to
establish standards up through the
1984 model year, prior to that date.
The manufacturers’ product planning
cycles now extend well beyond the 18
month minimum leadtime for stand-
ard-setting established in the Act, and
greater fuel economy improvements
can be achieved by the manufacturers
if the agency provides adequate lead-
time.

Interested persons are invited to
submit written comments on all as-
pects of Chrysler’s petition. Comments
must be limited to a total of 15 pages,
although additional supporting mate-
rial may be submitted as appendices or
attachments. It is requested but not
required that ten copies of each com-
ment be submitted. .

Although comment is invited on all
issues implicit in this petition, the at-
tention of all commenters is particu-
ldrly directed toward the following
issues: -

1. Assuming that Chrysler cannot
meet the 1981 standards without
making significant product offering re-
strictions, how should the agency
- weigh that fact against the energy sav-

ings that would be lost if the stand-
ards were lowered? The discussion of
this issue should reflect the language
on page 154-5 of the Conference
Report on the Energy Policy and Con-
servation Act:

Such determination (of the maximum fea-
sible average fuel economy level) should
therefore take industrywide considerations
into account. For example, a determination
of maximum feasible average fuel economy
should not be keyed to the single manufac-
turer which might have the most difficulty
achieving a given level of average fuel econ-
omy. Rather, the Secretary must weigh the
benefits to the nation of a higher average
fuel economy standard against the difficul-

" ties of individual automobile manufacturers.

Such difficulties, however, should be given
appropriate weight in setting the standard
in light of the small number of domestic
automobile manufacturers that currently
exist, and the possible implications for the
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national economy and for reduced competf-
tion association (gic) with a severe strain on
any manufacturer, However, it should also
be noted that proyision has been made for
granting rellef from penalties under section
508(b) in situatlons where competition will
suffer significantly if penalties are imposed.

In this regard, the importance of
motor vehicles to our mobility and to
the national economy is clear. Howev-
er, the supply and price of fuel for
those vehicles are subject to substan-
tial uncertainties, as recent events con-
firm. The current high and growing
level of petroleum Imports weakens
our currency through its impact on
our balance of trade and inflation and
poses & danger for our national de-
fense and the efficacy of our foreign
policy.

2. Is it premature to judge whether
NHTSA’s 1977 baseline fuel economy
estimate for Chrysler is unduly high?
In the 1979 model year, all trucks in
the 0-8500 pound, range are required
to comply with more stringent emis-
sion requirements than those applica-
ble in 1978, with complete vehicle com-
pliance of 600-8500 pound GVWR
light trucks being required for the
first time. In the past, it has taken one
or more model years for manufactur-
ers to optimize engine calibrations
(timing, air-to-fuel ratio, exhaust gas
recirculation rate) for maximum fuel
economy at new emission levels.
NHTSA. projected that between 1977
and 1981 no fuel economy loss would
ultimately occur as a result of the new
emission standards, once the manufac-
turers optimized calibrations and in-
corporated certain engine efficlency
improvements. Has Chrysler already
taken all these actions, and if not,
what fuel economy Iimprovement
would result from their implementa-
tion by model year 1981? Does EPA’s
recent decision to delay any emission
standards changes for light trucks
until 1983 facilitate this optimization?
Although the agency, in its letter re-
questing additional information from
Chrysler, requested information on
these actions and improvements,
Chrysler has not addressed the issue
to date. Also, what additional meas-
ured fuel economy gain could be ob-
tained through maximum use of
EPA’s optional “coast-down” test pro-
cedure?

3. Can the criteria for approval of
the use of improved lubricants in fuel
economy testing specified by EPA in
terms of generic definition, selling
price, market availability, and specifi-
cation of owner use in warranty main-
tenance requirements be satisfled by
January 1, 1980, the date specified in
the 1981 fuel economy standard?
What fuel economy benefit is achiev-
able with these lubricants? What basis
exists for rejecting fuel economy im-
provement data submitted by the pro-
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ducers of these lubricants? That data
supports the agency’s projection of 2 3
percent fuel economy benefit. The
agency is strongly inclined to defer de-
clding this issue until after January 1,
1980. By that time, the approval issue
will have been decided and additional
data on the magnitude of the fuel
economy improvement associated with
the lubricants will be available.

4. If Chrysler had initiated an ag-
gressive welght reduction program at
the time the 1981 standard was estab-
lished, could it have achieved the
levels of weight reduction projected by
NHTSA, considering both technologi-
cal feasibility and capital require-
ments?

§. Chrysler’s projection of an ap-
proximately 0.2 mpg fuel economy
penalty associated with the change in
EPA’s “car line” definition was based
on an EPA proposal which may be
modified prior to adoption. Regardless
of what form the final EPA require-
ment takes, could Chrysler reduce or
eliminate any adverse measured fuel
economy impact associated with the
requirement? For example, one
method for achieving-this would be fo
employ marketing techniques to limit
the number of “car lines” which
exceed the 33 percent optional equip-
ment installation criterion, and sell ad-
ditional options in car lines which al-
ready exceed the 33 percént criterion.
Can this issue be resolved before EPA
it.;su& a final decision on the defini-

on?

6. What fuel economy benefif is as-
sociated with reductions in engine dis-
placement and axle ratio (CIDXN/V)?
The agency’s preliminary analysis of
1979 light truck fuel economy data in-
dicates that, on average, a 10 percent
reduction in CIDXN/V yields at least
the 4 percent fuel economy benefit
usslesd in the past standard-setting anal-
ysls,

7. Can Chrysler make any other fuel
economy improvements (or tzke any
initiatives to increase measured fuel
economy) in addition to those project-
ed by NHETSA in connection with the
{inal 1981 standards? Chrysler in its
petition has indicated several areas, in-
cluding shifting their sales mix toward
more fuel efficient trucks, engine effi-
clency improvements, accessory im-
provements, improved aerodynamic
deslgns and shifting some trucks over
the 8500 pound GVWR regulatory
limit, where Increases beyond those
projected by NHTSA are planned. Can
additional increases be made in those
areas? Are there additional areas
where such increases are possible?

At the close of the period for written
comment, the agency will consider all
information submitted by Chrysler
and by other participants and will pro-
ceed to make a final decision on the
petition to amend the 1981 standard.
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The agency will use the methodology
outlined in the Rulemaking Support
Paper and Supplement for the 1980-81
light truck fuel economy standards
(copies of which are available from the
individual listed as the  “information
contact” at the beginning of this
notice) to arrive at the final decision,
except where comments on this notice

" convince the agency that changes are
appropriate. Therefore, participants in
the proceeding should familiarize
themselves with the methodology used
and comment on it.

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE APPLICATIONS

NHTSA invites all qualified.individ-
uals and organizations financially
unable to participate in this proceed-
ing to apply for financial assistance.
On January 13, 1977, the Office of the
Secretary of . Transportation (OST)
published a notice (42 FR 2863) estab-
lishing a demonstration program . of
one year duration for funding of indi-
viduals or organizations which desire
to participate in designated proceed-

ings under various statutes which .

NHTSA administers, including the
Motor Vehicle Information and Cost
Savings _Act. The program was ex-
tended indefinitely in- 43 FR 10918,
March 16, 1978.

Al applicatlons submitted before
the deadline specified in this notice
for applications will be examined by
an Evaluation Board, composed of
NHTSA and:'OST officials, to deter-
mine whether each applicant is eligi-
ble to receive funding under the regu-
lations. .

.In general, an applicant is eligible if
(1) it represents an interest whose rep-
resentation can reasonably be expect-
ed to contribute to a full and fair de-
termination of the issues in the pro-
ceeding, (2) its participation is reason-
ably necessary to represent that inter-
est, (3) it can competently represent
that interest, and (4) it lacks sufficient
resources to participate in the absence-
of such assistance. If more than one
applicant representing the same or
similar interest is deemed eligible, the
Board will either select the applicant
which_can make the strongest presen-
tation or select more than one appli-
cant if the eligible applicants seek to
present significantly different points
of view or proposals. Compensation is
available only for reasonable out-of-
pocket ‘expenses necessary to the ap-
plicant’s participation, to the extent
the program’s budget will permit. Pay-
ment is made as soon.as possible after -
the selected applicant has completed
its work-and submitted a claim.

Each applicant should specify in its
application which issues it proposes to
address if its application for funding is
approved, and the nature of its pro-
posed work product. Applicants must
submit as part of their application all
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information required by section 5 of
the financal assistance regulations
(see Appendix to this notice). Failure
to submit the required information

" may result in-delays in evaluation and

possible disqualification of the appli-
cation. It is also very important that
applicants meet the deadline set forth
at the beginning of this notice for sub-

.mission of applications. Because of the

stringent time constraints for this
rulemaking. proceeding, NHSTA will
be unable to accommodate late appli-
cants. .

AVAILABILITY OF Im«*om'n,on )
Copies of Chrysler’s petition, written

~ comments from the public, and other

written materials will be placed on file
for public inspection in the Docket
Room, Room 5108 of the Depart-
ment’s headquarters on Seventh and
D Streets, S.W., Washington, D.C. The
agency has stated that, because of the
important public policy issues involved
in this proceeding and the manufac-
turer-specific nature of those issues,
the agency will liberally use its au-
thority under section 505(d)(1) of the
Act to make public certain informa-
tion: contained in Chrysler’s petition
notwithstanding its trade secret status
under the Freedom of Information
Act. This action is taken to permit in-
formed public comment on the peti-
tion, to assist the agency in making a
balanced judgment as to the appropri-
ate level of the 1981 light truck fuel
economy standards. Not all of this ma-
terial has yet been placed in the public
docket; so participants in this proceed-
ing should regularly check the docket
for new information.

Environmental and Economic
Impact Assessments for the model
year 1981 light truck standards have
been_prepared as part of the 1980-81

- rulemaking, and copies of those docu-

ments are available from the Office of
Automotive Fuel Economy Standards.
Those documents are also applicable
to this proceeding since the same eco-
nomic and environmental issues are in-
volved. If, as a result of the agency’s
reconsideration of those standards, ad-
justments to the levels of the stand-
ards are made, supplements to the two
documents will be prepared which will

‘assess the environmental and econom-

ic effects of the adjustments.

This notice is considered by  the
agency to be a “significant regulation”
within the meaning of the Depart-
ment’s procedural regulations, 43 FR
23925, ef seq. A draft regulatory evalu-
ation has been prepared, and copies of
that document are available from
NHTSA’s Office of Plans and Pro-
grams, Room 5212 of the Nassif Build-
ing in Washington, D.C. That docu-
ment refers to and incorporates the

‘economic impact assessment prepared
. for the. 1980-81 rulemaking. A reduc-

tion in the standards to the levels re-
quested by Chrysler would result in
the consumption of approximately 2.6
billion extra gallons of gasoline over
the life of the 1981 light truck fleet,

(Sec. 9, Pub. L. 89-670, 80 Stat. 931 (49
U.S.C..1657); sec. 301, Pub. L. 94-163, 89
Stat. 901 (15 U.S.C. 2002); delegation of au-
thority at 41 FR 25015, June 22, 1976, and
43 FR 8525, March 2, 1978.)

Issued on December 13, 1978.

MicHAEL M. FINKELSTEIN,
Associate Administrator
. Jor Rulemaking.
APPENDIX
SECTION 5—FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE
REGULATIONS

Skc. 5. Application procedure. Appli-
cations for financial assistance for par-
ticipation in proceedings shall be
marked for the attention of the appro-
priate Administration official and ad-
dressed to:  Administrator, National
Highway Traffic Safety Administra-
tion, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20590. Each application
shall contain, in a sworn statement,
the following information’in the order
specified:

(a) The applicant’s name and ad-
dress, and in the case of an organiza«
tion, the names, addresses, and titles
of the members of its governing body
and a description of the organization’s
general purposes, structure, and tax
status.

(b) An identification of the proceed-
ing for which funds are requested.

(c) A description of the applicant's
economic, social and other Interests in
the outcome of the, proceeding for
which funds are requested.

(d) A discussion of the reasons why
the applicant is an appropriate repre-
sentative of those interests, including
the expertise and experience of the
applicant in the matters involved in -
the proceeding for which funds are re-
quested and in related matters.

(e) An explanation of how the appli«
cant’s participation would enhance the
quality of the decision making process
and serve the public interest by con«
tributing views and data which would
not be presented by another partici-
pant.

(f) A statement of the total amount
of funds requested.

(g) With respect to the proceeding
for which funds are requested, an
itemized statement of the expenses to
be covered by the requested funds and
of the expenses to be covered by the
applicant’s furids.

(h) A description of the evidence, ac-
tivities, studies or other subinissions
that will be generated by each of those
expenditures,

‘(i) An explanation of how the appli-
cant’s obtaining the requested funds
would result in enhancing the quality

-

-
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of the applicant’s participation in the
proceeding for which funds. are re-
quested.

(j) An explanation of why the apph-
cant cannot use funds that it already
possesses or expects to receive for the
purpose for which funds are request-
ed, including:

(1) A listing of the applicant’s antici-
pated income and expenditures
(rounded to the nearest $100) during
the current fiscal year.

(2) A listing of the total assets and
liabilities..of . the .applicant as of the
date of the application.

(k) An explanation of why the appli-
cant cannot in other ways obtain the
funds that are requested, including a
description of the applicant’s past ef-
forts to obtain those funds in other
ways and the feasibility of future at-
tempts to raise funds in other ways.

1) A Iist of all proceedings of the
Federal government in which the ap-
plicant has participated during the
past year (including the interest repre-
sented and the contribution made) and
any amount of financial assistance re-
ceived from the Federal government in
connection with these proceedings.

IFR Doc. 75—?5052 Filed-12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-59-M]

[49 CFR Part 572]

[DocketNo 78-9; Notice 03; Docket No. 73-

8; Notice 08]
° ANTHROPOMORPHIC TEST DUMMIES™

AGENCY: National Highway Traffic
Safety Administration (NHTSA), De-
partment of Transportation.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak-
ing. _
SUMMARY: This notice proposes the
amendment of 49 CFR Part 572, Anth-
ropomorphic Test Dummies, to modify
the design specifications for molding
the dummy’s flesh parts to allow an
alternative chemical foaming agent to
the currently specified “Nitrosan.”
This action is necessary because the
sole manufacturer of “Nitrosan” has
discontinued its production due to the
hazardous propensities of the com-
pound during its manufacturing proc-
ess. The notice proposes the optional
use of a substitute compound,
“OBSH/TBPP,” that was developed
by TUniroyal Inc—Oxford Manage-
ment and Research Center, and that
produces dummy flesh parts equiva-
lent to those produced by “Nitrosan.”
In an unrelated matter, this notice
also proposes to amend Part 572 to
modify one specification in the pendu-
Ium neck test of the dummy calibra-

~
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tion procedures. This would be a
minor technical amendment in re-
sponse to a request from Ford Motor
Company.

DATES: Comment closing date: June
1, 1979. Proposed effective date: date
of publication of a final rule.

ADDRESSES: Comments should refer
to the docket number and notice

‘ number and be submitted to: Docket

Section, Room 5108, Nassif Building,
400 Seventh Street SW., Washington,
D.C. 20590.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Vladislav Radovich, Office of Vehi-
cle Safety Standards, National High-
way Traffic Safety Administration,
Washington, D.C. 20590, 202-426-
2264.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Specifications for the dummy test de-
vices used to simulate adult and child
occupants of motor vehicles are set
forth in terms of detailed technical
drawings and calibration tests in 49
CFR Part 572, Anthropomorphic Test
Dummies. (The specifications for test
dummies representing 6-month-old
and 3-year-old children were recently
proposed in 43 FR 21490, May 18,
1978.) These dummy test devices are
used to evaluate the performance of
occupant crash protection systems in
conjunction with the requirements
specified in Safety Standard No. 208,
Occupant Crash Protection (49 CFR
571.208), and proposed Safety Stand-
ard No. 213, Child Restraint Systems
(43 FR 21470, May 18, 1978).

The technical drawings In Part 572
specify the materials, processes and
designs for all components of the test
dummies. The calibration tests speci-
fied in the standard assure that all

technical specifications in the produc- .

tion of the dummy have been met and
that it will respond as designed during
the dynamic tests of the crash protec-
tion standards. Technical drawing
#ATD-751 for the 50th percentile
dummy and #ATD-6070 for the pro-
posed 3-year-old dummy specifly the
formulations of the materials used for
molding the dummy’s flesh parts. Cur-
rently, the drawings specify flesh
parts-consisting primarily of polyvinyl
chloride foams that are formed by a
chemical foaming agent known com-
mercially as “Nitrosan” (N, N"-di-
methyl-N-N'—dinitroso  terephthala-
mide).

“Nitrosan” has excellent properties
as a foaming agent and has been
widely used in the commercial produc-
tion of various foamed materials. Al-
though the compound has been satis-
factory in the production of test
dummy flesh components, the manu-
facturing of “Nitrosan” involves
chemical processes that have been dif-
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ficult to control because of hazardous
propensities. Therefore, the sole man-
ufacturer of this material, the DuPeont
Company, discontinued its production
in 1975.

Recognizing that the remaining lim-
fted supplies of “Nitrosan” would
become exhausted in time, in Febru-
ary 1976 the NHTSA began fwo re-
search programs to find a substitute
foaming material for the production
of dummy flesh parts. the studies
sought a suitable foaming material
that would produce flesh parts with
the same structural and physical prop-
erties as those produced with ‘“Nitro-
san.” One of these programs was con-
ducted by Uniroyal Inc.—Oxford Man-
agement and Research Center and its
subconfractor, Sierra Engineering
Company, and the other by Humanoid
Systems, Inc.

The Uniroyal research program in-
volved a survey of available foaming
agents, selection of the most promis-
ing compound for this purpose, devel-
opment of appropriate formulations
and molding processes, comparative
evaluations of molded parts produced
with the new compounds with those
produced with “Nitrosan” and produc-
tion of test dummies with the newly
developed formulations. Through this
program Uniroyal developed a substi-
tute foaming agent called the “OBSH/
TBPP” compound that combined p,p™-
oxybis-(benzene sulfonyl ‘hydrazide)
with t-butyl peroxpivalate.

The program conducted by Human-
old Systems involved similar work
with a compound known commercially
as “Azobis”, which had already shown
some promise as a foaming agent in
earlier tests conducted by this compa-
ny (2,2-azobis-2,4-dimethyl valeroni-
trile). -

In March 1977 these two programs
were completed and two 50th percen-
tile test dummies were produced with
the “OBSH/TBPP” compound by Un-
froyal and Sierra Engineering Compa-
ny and two with Azobis” by Human-
old Systems (See NHTSA Technical
Reports DOT-HS-803-387 and DOT-
HS-803-030, respectively). Additional-
ly, each manufacturer made a com-
plete set of flesh parts that were com-
pared with “Nitrosan” foamed parts in
terms of quality, density and impact
performance. The four test dummies
were evaluated by the Calspan Corpo-
ration in comparative dynamic testing.
The dummies were tested using flesh
parts produced with the new foaming
compounds and then retested with the
flesh parts replaced with the corre-
sponding parts foamed with “Nitro-
san’ material. The evaluation included
a comparison of the responses ob-
tained in the calibration tests specified
in Part 572 and in simulated barrier
crashes using 3-point seat belts, air
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bags and column restraint conflgura
tions. .

In June 1977 the Ca.lspa.n evaluation
program was completed. The evalua-
tion of materials and the dynamic
evaluation demonstrated that the
flesh parts produced by both contrac-
tors performed satisfactorily and that
“OBSH/TBPP” and ‘“Azobis” could
both be used as substitutes for “Nitro-
san”. The overall assessment by
NHTSA indicated a decided preference
for the “OBSH/TBPP” compound,
however, since it is a domestic product
that is more readily available than
“Azobis” and since it does not require
special handling during the manufac-
turing process. “Azobis”, on the other
hand, is an imported compound that
must be kept at temperatures below
659°F and that under certain conditions
can be explosive. (See Report, “Per-
formance Evaluation of Test Dummies
with Flesh Parts Produced with Sub-
stitute Foaming Compounds”, July
_ 1978, on file in Docket 73-8, General

Reference of the NHTSA Docket Sec-
tion.)

In late June of 19717, contracts were
awarded to two other manufacturers
of test dummies, Alderson Research
Laboratories (Stanford, Connecticut)
and Humanoid Systems (Carson, Cali-
fornia) to produce flesh parts with the
“OBSH/TBPP” foaming compound.
The purpose of these contracts was to
assure that all manufacturers of test
dummies could produce an acceptable
product with the new foaming materi-
al. After some initial difficulty in ob-
tdining the proper density and fill of
the flesh molds, two test dummies
were produced by each manufacturer,
plus an additional set of the flesh
parts for materials evaluation testing.
Acceptable results were obtained with
both sets of test dummies as evaluated

'by the Calspan Corporation in com-
" parative dynamic tests that were iden-
tical to the tests used in the earlier
program. The additional flesh parts
were evaluated by Uniroyal Inc. and
found to be comparable to those man-
ufactured by the Sierra Engineering
Company.

Although favorable results had been

obtained, because of the initial diffi-

culties by Alderson and Humanoid a .

new contract was awarded to Sierra
Engineering Company for the produc-
tion of “OBSH/TBPP” flesh parts for
two more test dummies. This last pro-
gram was undertaken to.confirm that
flesh parts could bé manufactured
with the new compound as easily and
efficiently as with “Nitrosan” once the
proper procedures and cycles for mold-
Ing the various_parts had been estab-

lished. Sierra Engineering did not en--

counter any difficulties in the repeat-
ed manufacturing of the dummy flesh
parts and the overall quality of the
Jparts was evaluated by Uniroyal and
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found to be equal to Sierra’s earlier
product (See, Uniroyal, Inc. letter
report October 5, 1978, on file in
Docket 73-8, General Reference).
These projects have demonstrated
that the flesh parts-of test dummies
produced with the -“OBSH/TBPP”
foaming compound have comparable
material properties to those produced
with “Nitrosan” and are superior in

some respects. For example, resistance *

to static compression-set and to aging
effects is higher. in the “OBSH/
TBPP” flesh parts.than in “Nitrosan”
flesh parts. Further, all static and dy-
namic systems testing showed that
there were no perceivable differences
in the measured responses between
dummies produced with .“OBSH/
TBPP” and those produced with “Ni-
trosan”. (See, Final Report-Contract
No. DOT-HS-6-01514 in the NHTSA
Docket Section). Likewise, no differ-
ence in dummy responses is expected
in the three-year-old .child dummy,
since only the arms and legs of this
dummy contain foamed material flesh

parts and the overall effect on dummy-

performance should be very minimal.

Based upon the research described
above, the NHTSA has concluded that
test dummies whose flesh parts are
produced with “OBSH/TBPP” materi-
‘als ¢éan be used for all purposes for
which test dummies are required by
the applicable safety standards and
that the dummy performance will be
equivalent to the performance of dum-
mies produced with “Nitrosan”.

The proposed amendment would
have no adverse environmental or eco-
nomic consequences. It is estimated
that there would be no increase in the
cost of the test dummies due to the
change in foaming material. .

This notice also proposes to amend
Part 572 in an area unrelated to the
dummy’s flesh parts. Ford Motor
Company has requested that a certain
specification for pendulum impact
testing of the durnmy’s neck found in
section 572.7(b) of Subpart B, pertain-

ing to calibration of.the 50th percen- -

tile male duminy, be replaced with the
corresponding specification for pendu-
lum testing of the neck of the recently
proposed three-year-old child dummy
(43 FR 21490).

.The pendulum neck test found in
Subpart B of the standard for the
50th percentile male dummy is intend-
ed_to measure the bending properties
of the dummy’s neck. The current test
specifies that, during the neck bending
procedure, the pendulum shall not re-
verse direction until “T=123ms”. This
means that from the time the pendu-
lum -contacts the arresting material
which it must strike, the pendulum
cannot reverse direction for 123 milli-
seconds. The original intent of this re-
quirement-was to negate-the effects of
arresting materials .having rebound

characteristics that could force the
pendulum to reverse its motion before
the bending properties of the neck
could be measured. Ford requested a
change in this specification because in
certain instances the use of a special
apparatus may be required to hold the
pendulum arm for at least 123 milli-
seconds after the pendulum has im-
pacted the arresting material,

-. Recent researchd by NHTSA and
the industry has shown that when ap-
propriate crushable materials are used
in pendulum impact tests, the pendu-
lum does not reverse its motion until
the neck has straightened out and the
head’s center of gravity has returned
to its original zero-time position rela-
tive to the pendulum, At that time, all
measurements of the neck bending
characteristics are completed and the
penduluin’s motion thereafter is in-
consequential. In light of this re-
search, the recently proposed addition
of Subpart C to Part 572, specifying
requirements for the three-year-old
child dummy, modified the language
concerning reversal of the pendulum
arm during the neck impact test. Sec-
tion 572.17 of that proposal specifies
that “the pendulum shall not reverse
direction until the head’'s center of
gravity returns to the original zero
time position relative to the pendulum
arm”. Under.this proposed require-
ment, a dummy user could only use an
arresting material for the impact test
whose rebound characteristics would
not_overcome the pendulum’s inertin
before the head and neck returned.to
the zero time position.

The specification in proposed Sub-
part C of Part 572 represents a simpli-
fication of the pendulum impact test
specified-in the current Subpart B,
without any degradation of perform-
ance characteristics. Therefore, this
notice proposes .to amend section
572.1(b) of Subpart B to read as pro-
posed section 572.17(b) of Subpart C.

The engineer and lawyer primarily
responsible for this notice are Viadis-
lav Radovich and Hugh Oates, respec-
tively.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Technical drawing ATD-6070 that was
incorporated by reference in section
572.15 of the recently issued proposed
standard for a three-year-old dummy
(43 FR 21490, May 18, 1978) is hereby
modified to add the formulation for
“OBSH/TBPP” foaming compound.

In consideration of the foregoing, it
is proposed that Subpart B of 49 CFR
572, Anthropomorphic Test Dumnmites,
be amended as follows:

1. To modify Technical drawing
ATD-T7151, incorporated by reference
in section 572.5 of the standard, to in-
clude the “OBSH/TBPP” foaming ma-
terial formulation in addition to the
existing formulation for “Nitrosan®.
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2. To change the last sentence of sec- -

tion 572.7(b) to read: -

The pendulum shall not reverse direction
until the head’s center of gravity returns to
the original zero time position relative to
the pendulum arm.

Drawings and specifications outlin-
ing the formulations for molding
dummy flesh parts with the “OBSH/
TBPP” compound are available for ex-
amination in NHTSA Docket 73-8 and
Docket 78-09, Room 5108, 400 Seventh
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590.
Copies of these drawings may also be
obtained from the Keuffel and Esser
Company, 1513 North Danville Street,
Arlington, Virginia 22201,

Interested persons are invited to
submit comments on the proposal. It is
requested but not required that 10
copies be submitted. -

All comments must be limited not to
exceed 15 pages in length. Necessary
attachments may be appended .to
these submissions without regard to
the 15 page limit. This limitation is in-
tended to encourage commenters to
detail their primary arguments in a
succinct and concise fashion.

If a commenter wishes to submit cer-
tain information under a claim of con-
fidentiality, three copies of the com-
plete submission, including purported-
1y confidential information, should be
submitted to the Chief Counsel,
NHTSA, at the address given above,
and seven copies from which the pur-
portedly confidential information has
been deleted should be submitted to
the Docket Section. Any claim of con-
fidentiality must be supported by a
statement demonstrating that the in-
formation falls within 5 U.S.C. section
552(b)(4), and that disclosure of the
information is likely to result in sub-
stantial competitive damage; specify-
ing the period during which the infor-
‘mation must be withheld to avoid that
damage; and showing that earlier dis-
closure would result in that damage.
In addition, the commenter or, in the
case of a corporation, a responsible
corporate official authorized to speak
for the corporation must certify in
writing that each item for which confi-
dential treatment is requested is in
fact confidential within the meaning
of section 552(b)(4) and that a diligent
search has been conducted by the
commenter or its employees to assure
that none of the specified items has
previously been released to the public.

All comments received before the
close of business on the comment clos-
ing date indicated above will be consid-
ered, and will be available for exami-
nation in the docket at the above ad-
dress both before and after that date.
To the extent possible, comments filed
after the closing date will also be con-
sidered. However, the rulemaking
action may proceed at any time after
that date, and comments received

PROPOSED RULES

after the closing date and too late for
consideration In regard to the action
will be treated as suggestions for
future rulemaking. The NHTSA will
continue to file relevant material as it
becomes available in the docket after
the closing date, and it is recommend-
ed that interested persons continue to
examine the docket for new material

(Sec. 103, 119, Pub, L. 89-563, 80 Stat. 718
(15 U.S.C. 1392, 1407); delegations of au-
thority at 49 CFR 1.50 and 501.8.)

Issued on December 12, 1978.

MicHAEL M. FPINKELSTEIN,
Associate Administrator
Jor Rulemaking.
I[FR Doc. 78-34864 Filed 12-14-78; 8:45 am]

.

[4310-55-M]
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
. Fish and Wildlife Service
[50 CER Part 20]
Annual Migratory Bird Hunting Schedules

AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service,
Interior.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: The Service proposes to

change its procedure of having annual
season, limit, and shooting hour sched-

ules codified in_Title 50, Code of Fed--
eral Regulations. These schedules are ~

developed and published annually—ef-
fective from September through Feb-
ruary—in the FEDpERAL REGISTER, and
are used primarily by States to Issue
migratory bird hunting regulations. As
a result of the timing for development,
use, and publication of these sched-
ules, interested parties could possibly
be misinformed or confused when
reading the current 50 CFR, as it
would contain the already expired
schedules for the prior hunting sea-
sons. By eliminating the publication of
these temporary schedules in 50 CFR,
any confusion resulting from such
publication would be eliminated.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before January 17, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments to:
Director (MBMO), U.S. Fish and Wild-
life Service, Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

John P. Rogers, Office of Migratory
Bird Management, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, Washington, D.C.
20240, (202) 254-3207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The development of annusal migratory
bird hunting schedules, which are ef-
fective from September to February
for the current hunting seasons of
each year, involves data gathering pro-
grams to determide migratory bird

58845

population status and trends, evalua-
tions of habitat conditions, harvest in-
formation, and other factors having a
bearing on the anticipated size of the ~
a1l flights of these birds. During the
course of development, the schedules

* are subject to public review and com-

ment through several proposed rule-
makings, published in the Fepemar
RecisTER beginning in early spring, as
well as public hearings. Final rulemak-
ings concerning the schedules are also
published in the FepEraAr REGISTER.-

The annual revision of 50 CFR,
which includes rules and amendments
prior to October 1 of each year, is not
generally available to guide interested
parties during the affected hunting
seasons. The primary users of these
schedules, State agencies, complete
their work with the schedules general-
1y in August to allow them to publish
their respective hunting regulations.
Additionally, the Service usually
issues several in-season amendments
after the October 1 revision date, as
new data become available. The
amendments are effective through the
end of the hunting seasons and are
never codifed, thereby requiring refer-
ence to the List of CFR Sections Af-
fected (LSA). As a result of the publi-
cation date of 50 CFR and the in-
season amendments, the schedules in
50 CFR have no contemporary value
and are incomplete historically. This
proposal would eliminate unnecessary
duplicate publication as well as any
confusion that may exist under the
present system.

‘This proposal would affect only the
annual seasons, limits, and shooting
hours schedules appearing at 50 CFR
§20.101 through §20.107, and §20.109.
Section 20.108, which prescribes zones
where non-toxic shoishells are re-
quired, will continue to be codified
since the zones are of a continuing,
permanent nature. This proposal
would not change the section titles,
and the text of 50 CFR will refer the
reader to the LSA_ Interested parties
should submit their comments to the
Director at the above address.

Nore-—~The Department has determined
that this document is not a significant rule
and does not require the preparation of a2

regulatory analysis under Executive Order
12044, .

The primary authors of this propos-
al are Benry M. Reeves, Office of Mi-
gratory Bird Management, and James
E. Pinkerton, Division of Financial
and Management Systems.

Accordingly, it is proposed to amend
50 CFR Part 20, subpart K, by adding
a new § 20.100, and amending §§ 20.101
through 20.107, and §20.109, as fol-
lows:
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' Subpart K—Annual Seasons, Limits, and
Shooting Hours Schedules

"§20.100 General provisions.

The taking, possession, transporta--

tion, and other uses of migratory game
birds by hunters is generally prohibit-
ed unless it is specifically provided for
under regulations developed in accord-
ance with the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act. Consequently, hunting is prohib-
ited unless regulatory schedules are
established for seasons, dafly bag and
possession limits, and shooting (or
hawking) hours. Migratory game bird
population levels, including produc-
tion and habitat conditions, vary an-
nually. These conditions differ over
North America, and within the United
States, by flyways, States, and fre-
quently areas within States. Thus, it is
necessary to make annual adjustments
in the schedules to limit the harvests
* of migratory game birds to permissible
levels. The development of these
schedules involves annual data gather-
ing programs to determine migratory
game bird population status and

trends, evaluations of habitat condi--

tions, harvest information, and other
factors having a bearing on the antici-
pated size of the fall flights of these
birds. The proposed hunting schedules
are announced early in the spring, and
following consideration of additional
information as it becomes available, as
well as public comment, they. are
modified and published as supplemen-
tal proposals. These are also open to
public comment. Public hearings are
held for the purpose of providing addi-
tional opportunity for public partici-
. pation in the rulemaking process.

820.101 Seasons, limits,

Islands. .

This section provides for the annual
hunting of certain doves, pigeons,

and shooting
hours for Puerto Rico and the Virgin

PROPOSED RULES

ducks, coots, guajlinules, and snipe in
Puerto Rico; and for certain doves and
pigeons in the Virgin Islands.

"~ Norte.—For Fenrar, REGISTER citations af-
fecting annual regulatory schedules for this
section, see List of CFR Sections Affected.

§20.102 Seasons, limits, and shooting
hours for Alaska. ’

This section provides for the annual
hunting of certain waterfowl (ducks,
geese, and brant), snipe, and sandhill
cranes in Alaska.

Noz1e.~For FEDERAL REGISTER citations af-
fecting annual regulatory schedules for this
\ section, see List of C'\FR Sections Affected.

§20.103 Seasons, Tl‘mits, " and shooting
hours for mourning and white-winged
doves and wild pigeons.

- This section provides for the annual
hunting of certain doves and pigeons
in the 48 contiguous United. States.
-The mourning dove .hunting regula-
tions are arranged by the Eastern,
Central, and Western Management
Units. )

Nore.—For FEDERAL REGISTER citations. af-

fecting annual regulatory schedules for this
section, see List of CFR Sections Affected.

§20.104 Seasons, " limits, and shooting
"~ hours for rails, woodcock, an
common (Wilson’s) snipe. -

- 'This section provides for the annual

" hunting of certain rails, woodcock, and
snipe in the 48 contiguous TUnited
States.

Norte.—For FEDERAL REGISTER citations af-'

fecting annual regulatory schedules for this
section, see Lis; of CFR Sections-Affected.

§20.105 Seasons,- limits, and shootirig :

hours for waterfowl, coots, and galli-
nules,

This section brovides for the annual
hunting of certain waterfowl (ducks,

geese, brant), coots and gallinules in .

the 48 contiguous United States. The

regulations are arranged by the Atlan-
tic, Mississippi, Central, and Pacific
Flyways. These regulations often vary
within flyways or States, and by time
periods.

Note.—For FEpERAL REGISTER citations af-
fecting annual regulatory schedules for this
section, see List of CFR Sections Affected.

§20.106 Seasons, limits, and
hours for sandhill cranes.

This section provides for the annual
hunting of sandhill cranes in designat-
ed portions of the Central Flyway.

NoTs.—For Feberar. REGISTER citations af-

shooting

-fecting annual regulatory schedules for this

section, see List of CFR Sections Affecled.

§20.107 Seasons, limits, and shooting
hours for whistling swans.

This section provides for the annual
hunting of whistling swans in Utah
and designated areas in Montana and
Nevada. -

Note.—For PEDERAL REGISTER citations af«
fecting annual regulatory schedules for this
section, see List of CFR Sections Affected.

* L ] * L »

§20.109 Extended seasons, lmits, and
hours for taking migratory game birds
by falconry.

This section provides annual regula«
tions by which falconers may take per-
mitted migratory game birds.

Note.~For FEDERAL REGISTER citations af-
fecting annual regulatory schedules for this
section, see List of CFR Sections Affécled.

(16 U.S.C. 701-718h.)
Dated: December 5, 1978.

LYNN A. GREENWALT,
Director, U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.

[FR Doc. 78-35048 Filed 12-15-76; 8:45 am]«
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[3410-02-M]
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Federal Grain Inspection Service

CINCINNATI BOARD OF TRADE, INC., AND TRI-
STATE GRAIN INSPECTION SERVICE, INC.

Cancellation of Designation; Interim
Designation

AGENCY: Federal Grain Inspection
Service

ACTION: Notice and Request for
Comments and Applications

SUMMARY: This notice announces
that the Cincinnati Board of Trade,
‘Inc. (Board of Trade), Cincinnati,
Ohio, has requested that its designa-
tion be cancelled and transferred to
the Tri-State Grain Inspection Serv-
ice, Inc., owned and operated by Mr.
Patrick G. Corrigan, Jr. The cancella-
tion of the designation of the Board of
Trade became effective midnight, No-
vember 19, 1978, and the Tri-State
Grain Inspection Service, Inc.,, was
granted an interim designation as an
official grain inspection agency at Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, effective November 20,
1978, and terminating midnight, Janu-
ary 31,-1979. This notice also requests
comments on-the requested transfer
and invites other interested persons to
apply for de31gnat10n to operate as an
official agency- in the area prevxqusly
serviced by the Board of Trade.

DATES: Termination of the Board of
Trade effective midnight, November
19, 1978. Interim designation of Tri-
State Grain Inspection Service, Inc.,
effective November 20, 1978, termi-
nates January 31, 1979,

Comments and/or .applications by
January 17, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Edith A. Christensen, Federal Grain

Inspectxon Service, Compliance Divi-

sion, Delegation and Designation

Branch, 201 14th Street, S.W., Room

2405, Auditors Building, Washing-
_ ton, D.C. 20250, (202) 477-8525.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: .

The United States Grain Standards
Act, as amended (7 U.S.C. T1 et seq,
hereinafter the “Act”), has been
amended to extensively modify the of-
ficial grain inspection system. Pursu-
ant to Sections 7 and 7A of the Act, (7
U.S.C. 79 and 79a), the Administrator

of the Federal Grain Inspection Serv-
ice (F*GIS) has the authority to desig-
nate any State or local governmental
agency, or person as an official agency
for the conduct of all or specified
functions involved in official inspec-
tion (other than appeal inspection),
weighing, and supervision of weighing
of grain at locations where the Admin-
istrator determines there Is a need for
such services. Such a designation shall
terminate triennially (7 US.C.
T9(g)(1)).

‘The Cincinnati Board of Trade, Inc,
(Board of Trade), Cincinnati, Ohio,
has requested that its designation as
an official inspection .agency be can-
celled and that the designation be
transferred effective November 20,
1978, to the Tri-State Grain Inspec-
tion Service, Inc., owned and operated
by Mr. Patrick G. Corrigan, Jr.,, a
former licensee of the Board of Trade.
‘This announces the termination of the
designation of the Board of Trade, ef-
fective midnight, November 19, 1978.
In order to provide an orderly continu-
ation of official inspection services,
the Administrator has granted a desig-
nation to the Tri-State Grain Inspec-
tion’Service, Inc., on an interim basls,
effective November 20, 1978, and ter-
minating midnight, January 31, 1979.

Interested persons are given oppor-
tunity to apply for designation to op-
erate as an officlal agency at Cincin-

» nati, Ohio, pursuant to the require-

ments in section 7(£)(1)(A) of the Act
(7 U.S.C. THLX1)A)). Persons wishing
to apply for designation to operate as
an official agency at Cincinnati, Ohlo,
should contact the Office of the Direc-
tor, Compliance Division, Federal
Grain Inspection Service, 201 14th
Street, S.W., Room 2405, Auditors
Building, Washington, D.C. 20250, for
the appropriate forms and mafl their
application to the Director’s Office
not later than January 17, 1979,

This interim designation will also
allow the FGIS sufficlent time to
evaluate all applicants who may apply
for official designation at Cincinnati,
Ohio, and select the applicant the Ad-
ministrator determines is better able
to provide official inspection services.

On or before the expiration date,
.the FGIS will effect a standard three-
year designation with the applicant se-
lected, as provided by Section 7(g)(1)
of the Act (7 U.S.C. T9(gX1).

Norte. Section T(fX2) of the Act (7 US.C.
79(£)X(2)) provides that not more than one

official agency shall be operative at one
time for any geographic area as determined
by the Administator.”

Interested persons are also given op-
portunity to submit written views or
comments with respect to the request-
ed transfer of official agency designa-
tion. All views or comments should be
submitted in writing, in duplicate and
mafled to the Director’s Office, Com-
pliance Division, at the above-men-
tioned address, not later than January
17, 1978.

Consideration will be given to the
views and comments filed and to any
applications submitted and to all other
information available to the U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture before a final
determination is made with respect to
the offical agency designation. All
views, comments, and applications sub-
mitted pursuant to this notice will be
made available-for public inspection at
the Office of the Director during regu-
1ar business hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)).
(Sec. 4 Pub. 1. 94-582, 90 Stat. 2868 (T
U.5.C. '152); sec. 8, Pub. L. 94-582, 90 Stat.
2870 (7 U.S.C. 79); sec. 9, Pub. L. 94-582, 90

Stat. 2875 (7 US.C. 79a); sec. 27 Pub L. 94-
582, 90 Stat. 2889 (7 US.C. 74 note).)

Done in Wdshington, D.C. on: De-
cember 12, 1978.

D. R. GALLIART,
Acting Administrator. .

) [FR Doc. 78-35036 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[1505-01-M] .
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
"APPLICATION FOR AN ALL-CARGO

Alr Service Cartificote

Correction

In FR Doc. 78-33896 appearing on
page 56929 in the issue of Tuesday,
December 5, 1978, in the second
column, in the first paragraph, the
eighth line, correct the zip code
98304’ to read “98204".
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[3510-25-M]
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE:
: lndrsslry and Trade Administration )
IMPORTERS" TEXTILE ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Public Meeting

Pursuant to Section. 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5
U.S.C. App. (1976), notice is hereby
given that a meeting of the Importers’
Textile Advisory Committee will be
held on February 15, 1979 at 10:30 a.m.
in Room 3817, Department of.Com-
merce, 14th & Constitution Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230.

The Committee was established by
the Secretary of Commerce on August
13, 1963 to advise U.S. Government of-
ficials of the effects on import mar-
kets: of cotton, wool and man-made
fiber textile agreements. -

. The agenda for the meeting w111 be
as follows: ,

1. Review of import trends. d .

2. Implementation of textile agreements-

3. Report of conditions in the domwtic
market,

4, Other business.

A limited number of seats will be
avallable to the public on a first-come
basis. The -public may {ile -written
statements with the Committee before -
or after each meeting. Oral statements
may be presented at the end of the
g}eetmg to the extent time is availa-

e -
Copies of the minutes of the meet-
ing will be made available on written
request addressed to the ITA Freedom
of Information Officer, Freedom of In-
formation Control Desk, Room 3012,
U.S. Department of Comrnerce,-Wash-
ington, D.C. 20230.

Teléphone requests for the mmutes
of the meetings and requests for fur-
ther information concerning the Com-
mittee may be directed to Arthur
Garel, Director, Office of Textiles,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20230, telephone 202/377-
5078.

Dated: December 13, 1978.

ARTHUR (FAREL,
. Director, .
. Office of Textiles.

[FR Doc. 78-35082 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am1

NOTICES

for written permission-pursuant to sec-
tion 805(a) of the. Merchant Marine
Act, 1936, as amended, for the GENE-
VIEVE LYKES, or substitute, operat-
ing- outbound on its Line D (Trade

.- Route No. 22) service, betweenr U.S.

Gulf ports and ports in Indonesia, Ma-

. laysia and the Far East, to.carry in the.

domestic - intercoastdal or coastwise
trade eight pieces of nuclear reactor
components weighing 848 long tons.
from New Orleans, Louisiana, to Long=
view, Washington. This cargo is sched-
uled for loading at New-Orleans.on or
about December 28, 1978, with esti-
mated arrival in Longview, on or about

January 12, 1979. Lykes Bros. Steam-

ship Co., Inc. has; also applied for writ-
ten permission to carry one passenger
on the voyage from New Orleans to
Longview. - . -

TInterested part1es may inspect the
foregoing application in the Office of

the Secretary, Maritime Administra-

tion; .Room No. 3098, Department of
Commerce Building, Fourteenth and E
Streets, NW., Washington, D.C. 20230.

‘Any person, firm, or corporation
having any interest (within the mean-
ing of section-805(a)) in such applica-

- tion and desiring to be heard on issues

pertinent -to section 805(a) and. desir=
ing to submit.comments or views con-
cerning the application must, by close
of business: on Dec.. 21, 1978, file same
with the. Secretary Maritime Adminis-
tration, in writing, in. triplicate, to-
gether with petition for leave to inter-
vene which shall state clearly and con~
cisely the grounds of interest, and the
alleged facts relied on for relief.

If no petitions for leave to intervene,
are received within the specified time
or .if it is determined that petitions
filed do not demonstrate sufficient in-
terest to warrent a hearing, the Mari-
time Administration will take such
action as may be deemed appropriate..

In the event-petitions regarding the

‘relevant section 805(a) issues.are re-

ceived from parties with -standing to.
be heard, a hearing will be held, the
purpose of which will be to receive evi-
dence under section 805(a) relative to
whether the proposed operations (a)
could result in unfair competition to
any person, firm, or corporation oper-
ating exclusively in the coastwise or
intercoastal service, or (b) would be
prejudicial to the objects and policy of
the Act relative to domestic trade

_operations.

[3510~15-M]
LY
Maritime Administration

, [Docket No. S-6311 .
.LYKES BROS. STEAMSHIP CO., INC.
" Notice of Application e

Notice 'is hereby given that Lykes
Bros. Steamship Co., Inc. has applied

4 3

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.504 Operating Differential
Subsidies (ODS)) -

By Order of the Assistant Secretary
for Maritime Affairs.

Dated December 13, 1978.,

JaMes S. DaAwWSON, JT.,,
Secretary.

* [FR Doc. 78-35102 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-15-M] -
U.S. MERCHANT MARINE ACADEMY.
ADVISORY BOARD
. Publle Mcclln§

Netice is hereby given of a meeting
of the Advisory Board to the U.S. Mer-
chant Marine Academy (the Board) on
January 19, 1979 at 10 a.am. in: the
Board Room of Wiley Hall at the U.S.
Merchant Marine Academy (the Acad-
emy), Kings Point, New York.

The. Advisory Board to the United
States Merchant Marine Academy was
established by the Secretary of Com-
merce under the authority of 46
U.S.C. 1126d to examine the course of
instruction and the overall manage-
ment of the Academy and advise the
Assistant Secretary of Commerce for
Maritime Affairs with respect thereto.

The Board consists of not more than
seven membefs appointed by the Sec-
retary of Commerce selected from seg-
mernts of the maritime industry, labor,
educational institutions, . and other
fields relating, to the objectives of the
Academy.

The agenda for the meeting is:

1. Approval of the minutes of the Septem-
ber 26, 1978 Board meeting;

2. Status report ‘of Board members' assign-
ments;

3. Status of Diesel Program and Facilities;

4. Status report of minority and female re.
cruitment programs;

5. Status of FY 79 and ’80 budget;

6. Discussion of the Draft Report of the
Ad Hoc Select Subcommittee on Maritime
Education and Training;

7. Discussion of after-hours recreational

facilities; and
8. Setting of date for next Board meeting,

Thié meeting is open to public abser-

vation and comment. Approximately

20 seats will be available for the public
on & first come, first-served basis.

Copies of the minutes are a.vailable
upon request.

Inquiries may be addressed to the
Committee Control Officer, Arthur W.
Friedberg, Office of Maritime Man-
power, Room 30694, Main Commerce
Building_. telephone A/C 202-377-3018.

Dated: December 12, 1978. ‘

So ordered by Assistant Secretary of
Commerce for Maritime Affairs, Mari-
time Administration.

JAMES S. DAWSON, Jr.,,
; . Secretary.

.

[FR Doc. 78-35021 Filed 12—15:-78: 8:45 am)
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[3510-22-M]
NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE COMPLEX
Receipt of Application for Permit

Notice is hereby given the an Appli-
cant has applied in due form for a
Permit to take marine mammals as au-
thorized by the Marine Mammal Pro-
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-
1407); and the Regulations Governing
the Taking and Importing of Marine
Mammals (50 CFR Part 216). .

1. Applicant:

a. Name Mr. Robert Personius, Man-

ager, ‘San Francisco Bay, National
Wildlife Refuge Complex

‘b. Address US. Fish and Wildlife

Service, 3849 Peralta Blyd., Fremont,

California 94536

2, Type of Permit R
Scientific Research -

3. Name and Number of Animals:
Ha.rbor seals (Phoca v1tu1ma.) 40

4. Type of Take
To mark forty individuals with dye,

for purposes-of monitoring the popula-

tion, and to pick up dead specimens.

5. Location of Activity: San Francisco

Bay, National Wildlife Refuge
6. Period of Activity: 2 years

Concurrent with the publication of

‘this notice in the FepErar REGISTER
" the Secretary of Commerce is forward-

ing copies of this application to the
Marine Mammal Commission and the
Committee of-Scientific Advisors.
Written data or views, or requests
for a public hearing on this applica-
tion should be submitted to the Assist-
ant Administrator for Fisheries, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, De-
partment of Comrherce, Washington,
D.C. 20235, within 30 days of the pub-
lication of this notice. Those individ-
uals requesting a hearing should set
forth the specific reasons why a hear-
ing on this particular application
would -be appropriate. The holding of

such hearing is at the discretion of the-

Assistant Administrator for Fisheries.
All statements and opinions con-
tained in this application are summar-
ies of those of the Applicant and do
not necessarily reflect the views of the

‘National Marine Fisheries Service.

Documents submitted in connection
with the above application are availa-
ble for review in the following offices:

“Assistant Administrator for Fisher-
ies, National Marine Fisheries Service,
3300 Whitehaven Street, N.W., Wash-
ington, D.C.; and

Regional Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Southwest Region,
300 South Ferry Street, Terminal
Island, California 90731.

NOTICES

Dated: December 8, 1978.

DRr. WiLLIAM ARON,
Director, Office of Marine 3am-
mals and Endangered Species,
National Marine Fisheries
Service.

LFR Doc. 78-35066 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-22-M]1"

National Oceanic and Atmospheric .
Adminlstration

DAVID MATTILA

Receipt of Application for Permit

Notice is hereby given that an Appli-
cant has applied in due form for a
Permit to take marine mammals as au-
thorized by the Marine Mammal Pro-
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361~
1407), the Regulations Governing the

"Taking and Importing of Marine

Mammals (50 CFR Part 216), the En-
dangered Specles Act of 1973 (16
U.S.C. 1531-1543), and the regulations
governing endangered specles permits
(50 CFR Parts 220-222).

1. Applicant:

a. Name David Mattila

b. Address 3558 S. River Terrace
Edgewater, Maryland 21037
2. Type of Permit:

Scientific Research
3. Name and Number of Animals:

Humpback whales (Megaptera no-
vaeangliae) unspecified
4. Type of Activity: .

To photograph and acoustically
record as many humpback whales as
possible.

5. Location of Activity: In the waters
off Western Puerto Rico
6. Period of Activity: 5 years

Concurrent with the publication of
this notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER
the Secretary of Commerce is forward-
ing coples of this application to the
Marine Mammal Commission and the
Committee of Scientific Advisors.

Written data or views, or requests
for a public hearing on this applica-
tion should be submitted to the Assist-
ant Administrator for Fisherles, Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service, De-
partment of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20235, within 30 days of the pub-

" lication of this notice. Those individ-

uals requesting a hearing should set
forth the specific reasons why a hear-
ing on this particular application
would be appropriate. The holding of
such hearing is at the discretion of the
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries.
All statements and opinions con-
tained in this application are summar-
ies of those of the Applicant and do
not necessarily reflect the views of the
National Marine Fisherjes Service.
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Documents submitted in connection
with the above application are availa-
ble for review in the following oiffices:

Assistant Administrator for Fisher-
fes, National Marine Fisheries Service,
3300 Whitehaven Street, N.W., Wash-
ington, D.C.;

Reglonal Director, National Marine
Fisheries Service, Southeast Region,
Duval Bldg., 9450 Koger Boulevard,
St. Petersburg, Florida 33702; and Re-
gional Director, National Marine Fish-
erles Service, Northeast Region, Fed-
eral Building, 14 Elm Streef, Glouces-
ter, Massachusetts 01930.

Dated: December 12, 1978.

DR. WILLYAM ARON,
Director, Office of Marine
Mammal and Endangered Spe-
cles, National Marine Fisher-
{es Service.

[FR Doc. 78-35067 Piled 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[3510-04-M1
Natlonal Technical Information Servics

GOVERNMENT-OWNED INVENTIONS
Availability for Licensing

The Inventions listed below are
owned by the U.S. Government and
are available for domestic and possibly
foreign licensing in accordance with
the licensing policles of the agency-
sponsors.

Coples of the patents cited are avail-
able from the Commissioner of Pat-
ents & Trademarks, Washington, DC
20231, for $.50 each. Requests for
copl&s of patents must include the
patent number.

Copies of the patent applications
can be purchased from the National
Technical Information Service (NTIS),
Springfield, Virginia 22161 for $4.00
($8.00 outside North American Conti-
nent). Requests for copies of patent
applications must include the PAT-
APPL number. Claims are deleted
{rom patent application copies sold to
the public to avoid premature disclo-
sure in the event of an interference
before the Patent and Trademark
Office. Claims and other technical
data will usually be made available to
serious prospective licensees by the
agency which filed the case.

Requests for licensing information
on a particular invention should be di-
rected to the address cited for the
agency-sponsor.

. Dovugras J. CAMPION,
Patent Program Coordinatlor,
National Technical Inform-*
tion Service.

INTELLECTUAL PFROPERTY DIV,
OTJAG

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

PENTAGON RM 444

WASHINGTON, DC 20314
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PATENT 4 050 019 Range Switching-Circuit
for solid State Electrometer. ¥Filed 26 Jul
76, patented 20 Sep 77, Not available
NTIS

PATENT 4 050 040 Fast-Tuned Multiplexer—
Power Combiner. Filed 12 Oct. 76, patent-
ed 20 Sep 77, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 050 069 Transponder Based
Landing System. Filed 2 Sep 76, patented
20 Sep 77, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 056 290 Method of Changing the -

Frequency of a Laser Beam, Filed 18 Mar
76, patented 1 Nov 1977, Not available
NTIS

PATENT 4 056 649 Abrasion Resistant Opti-
cal Materials and Process for Making
Same, Filed 24 Sep 76, patented 1 Nov 71,
Not available NTIS °

PATENT 4 060 170 Tire Mount-Dismount
Mechanism. Filed 8 Oct 76, pa.tented 29
Nov 77, Not available NTIS. -

PATENT 4 060 767 Self Test Circuit for
Multichannel Radio Receivers. Filed 10

Nov 78, patented 29 Nov 77, Not available i

NTIS

PATENT 4 060 810 Loaded Microstriip An-
tenna. Filed 4 Oct 76, patented 29 Nov 717,
Not available NTIS.

PATENT 4 061 426 Optical Alignment

Device and Method of Use, Filed 5 Mar 76,

patented 6 Dec 17, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 061 842 Fail Safe Battery. Filed
26 Nov 76, patented 6 Dec 77, Not availa-
ble NTIS

PATENT 4 062 329 Fan Drive System. Filed
29 Jul 76, patented 13 Dec 77, Not availa-
ble NTIS

PATENT 4 062 508 Integrated -Helicopter
Flight Control. Filed 10 Aug '76, patented
13 Dec 77, Not available NTIS )

PATENT 4 063 096 Self-Protecting Infra.red
Detector with a Continuously Variable At-

tenuator. Filed 3 Jan 77, patented 13 Dec -

71, Not available NTIS..

PATENT 4 063 297 Electric Arc Interrupter
and Circuit Breaker. Filed 9 Nov 76, pat-
ented 13 Dec 77, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 063 467 Speed Change and Re-
verser Device. Filed 9 Jun 76, patented 20
Dec 77, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 064 407 Pulse Voltage Regulator.
Filed 20 Dec 76, patented 20 Dec 77, Not
available NTIS.

PATENT -4 065 207 Programmable Power
Attenuator for Continuous CO2 Lasers.
. Filed 17 Sep 76, patented 27 Dec 77, Not
available NTIS

PATENT 4 065 211 Precision X-Ray Diffrac-
tion System, Incorporating 'a Laser
Aligner, Filed 1 Mar 76, patented 27 Dec
77, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 065 370 Method of Ion Plating a
Thin Metallic Strip for Flashlamp Start-
ing. Filed 28 Jan 77, patented 27 Dec ",
Not available NTIS -

PATENT 4 065 550 Process for Preparing
Lithium Hexafluoroarsenate of High
Purity. Filed 31 Jan 77, pa.tented 27 Dec
77, Not available NTIS |

PATENT 4 071 678 Random Copolymers of
Methyl Methacrylate and N-Octadecyl

Methacrylate. Filed 29 Apr 76, patented

31 Jan 78, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 072 ‘702 Tri-Functional Isocyan-
ate Crosslinking Agents for Hydroxy-Ter-
minated Polybutadiene Binders. Filed 6

Dec 76, patented 7 Feb 78, Not available -

NTIS

PATENT 4 072 174 Sealing Method for
Porous Material, Filed 18 Jun 75, patented
7.Xeb 78, Not available NTIS '

NOTICES

PATENT 4 075 983 Electronic Circuitry for

Maintaining Constant Engine Speed Fuel
Injection. Filed 25 Aug 76, patented 28
Feb 78, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 079 923 Vehicle Suspension Em-
ploying &.Liquid Spring. Filed 16 Sep 76,

. patented 21 Mar 78, Not available NTIS

PATENT -4 079 963 Vehicle Suspension
"Height Control. Filed 7 Sep 76, patented
21 Mar 78, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 081 373 Mechanism for Exhaust-
ing Impurities from Engine Fuel. Filed 26
May 717, patented 28 Mar 78, Not available
NTIS '

Us. DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AF/JACP 1900 HALF STREET S.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20324

PAT APPL 902 134 Impact Sound Stressing
Holding Assembly. Filed 2 May 78 _

PAT APPL 902 193 Metal Bleed Flow-Heat
Exchanger. Filed 2 May 78

PAT APPL 902 523 Remotely Controlled
Electromagnetic Optical Focusing Assem-
bly. Filed 3 May 78

PAT' APPL 902 525 Aromatic Heterocyclic
Polymer Alloys and Products Produced
Therefrom. Filed 3 May 78

PAT APPL 904 847 Fretting Fatigue Inhib-
iting Method for Titanium. Filed 11 May
8 -

PAT APPL 909 151 Composite Structures
and Method of Detecting Mechanical
Damage Thereto. Filed 24 May 78

PAT APPL 910 995 A Method of Obtaining
Spectral Transmission Signatures. Filed
30 May 78

PAT APPL 911 746 Organosilicon Infiltrat-
-ed Reaction Sintered Silicon Nitride. Filed
2Jun 78

'PAT APPL 913 160 Floated. Internally Glm-

bélled Platform Assembly. Filed 6 Jun 78
PAT APPL 913 186 Surface Barrier Tailor-
. ing of Semiconductor Devices. Filed 6 Jun

78
PAT- APPL: 913 990 Test Probe Tool for

Printed Circuit Boards. Filed 9 Jun 78
PAT APPL 915 709 Backlash Filter Appara-

tus. Filed 15 Jun 78

U.S. DEPARTIMENT OF THE NAVY AS-
SISTANT CHIEF FOR PATENTS
OFFICE OF: NAVAL RESEARCH
CODE 302 ARLINGTON, VA 22217

PAT APPL 835 766 Submersible Battery Ap-
paratus. Filed 22 Sep 77

PAT APPL 875 062 Immersed Reticle. Filed
6 Feb 78

PAT APPL 882 699 Immitance Measure-
meént with High Frequency Injection and
Electromagnetic Coupling. Filed 2 Mar 78

PAT APPL 894 059 Acousto-Optic Modula-

. tor. Filed 6 Apr 78

- PAT APPL 900 470 Fluid Cutout -Valve.

Filed 27 Apr 78

PAT APPL 903 339 Phase Controlled Shut-
tering System. Filed 5 May 78

PAT AFPPL 907 067 Polymeric Binders
which Reversibly Dissoclate at Elevated
Temperatures, Filed 18 May 78

PATENT 4 079 372 Serial to Parallel Con-

- verter. Filed 3 May 76, patented 14 Mar

78, Not. available NTIS

PATENT 4 081 672 Low-Loss Signal Coupler
for Optical Communications and Integrat-
ed Optics. Filed 4 Oct 76, patented 28 Mar

" 178, Not available NTIS

PATENT ¢ 933 046 Electric Monomicrostrip
Dipole Antennas. Filed 10 Nov 76, patent-
ed 4 Apr 78, Not available NTIS
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PATENT 4 084 065 Antistrumming Cable.
Filed 2 Dec 76, patented 11 Apr 78, Not
available NTIS

PATENT 4 086 6§40 Translating Filter, Filed
9 Feb 77, patented 25 Apr 78, Not avalla-
ble NTIS

PATENT 4 086 560 Secret Depth Sounder,
Filed 3 Apr 59, patented 25 Apr 78, Not
available NTIS

PATENT 4 086 592 Digital Sidelobe Cancel-
ler. Filed 22 Jul 77, patented 26 Apr 18,
Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 087 257 High-Density-High Volu-
metric Heating Value Liquid Ramjet.
Piled 21 Mar 77, patented 2 May 78, Not
available NTIS

PATENT 4 087 373 Noel Method for the
Production of Hydrogen and Hydrogens
Carbon Monoxide Mixtures. Filed 23 Jul
76, patented 2 May 718, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 087 590 Pressure-Equalized Elcc-
trochemical Battery System. Filed 4 May
71, patented 2 May 78, Not available NTIS

PATENT 4 087 591 Pyrotechnically Activat-
ed Lithium-Chlorine Cell having & Lith-
fum Vapor Barrier. Filed 30 Dec 76, pat«
ented 2 May 78, Not avallable NTIS

PATENT 4 087 745 Technique for Contact«
less Characterization of Semiconducting
Material and Device Structures. Flled 28
Jul 77, patented 2 May 78, Not available
NTIS

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS & SPACE
ADMINISTRATION ASSISTANT GEN-
ERAL COUNSEL FOR PATENT MAT-
TERS NASA CODE GP-2 WASHING-
TON, DC 20546

PAT APPL 929 083 Laser Doppler Velocity
Simulator. Filed 28 Jul 78
PAT APPL 929 088 Method of Forming a
il;]arp Edge on an Optical Device, Flled 28
78

[FR Doc. 78-35022 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am)

[3510-25-M] .

.

COMMITTEE FOR THE IMPLEMENTA-
TION OF TEXTILE AGREEMENTS

EXEMPT TEXTILE PRODUCTS FROM THE
PHILIPPINES

Changes in Officlals of the Government of the
Republic of the Philippines Authorized To
Issue Export Visas and Certifications

DECEMBER 13, 1978.

AGENCY: Committee for the Imple-
mentation of Textile Agreements.

ACTION: Three officials of the Gov-
ernment of the Republic of the Philip-
pines have been authorized to issue
export visas and certifications for
exempt cotton, wool and man-made
fiil;er textile products from the Philip-
pines.

SUMMARY: The Government of the
Republic of the Philippines has noti-
fied the United States Government
that, effective on December 4, 1978,
the following officials are authorized
to issue export visas and certifications
for exempt textile products exported
to the United States:



Vicente B. Valdepenas, Jr.
Troadio T. Quiazon, Jr.-
Jose J. Niverba *

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 4,
. 1978.°

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT: -

Judith L. McConahy, International
‘Trade Specialist, Office of Textiles,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. 20230 (202/377-
5423)

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
_ On September 9, 1976, a letter to the
Commissioner of Customs from the

Chairman of the Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agree-

ments was published in the FEDERAL

REeGISTER (41 FR 38205), which estab-
lished an export visa réquirement and
certification for exemption of cotton,
wool and man-made fiber textile prod-
ucts, produced or manufactured in the
Philippines and exported to the
United States. One of the require-
ments. is that the visas and certifica-
tions for exemption must be signed by
an official authorized by the Govern-
ment of the Republic of the Philip-
pines. The Government of the Repub-
lic of the Philippines has requested
that three officials be recognized as
authorized to issue export visas and
certifications for exemption.

ROBERT E. SHEPEERD,
Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile
Agreements and Deputy Assist-
~ant Secretary for Domestic
Business Development.

IFR Doc. 78-35072 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[3710-08-M]
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Department of the Amy

NATIONAL BOARD FOR THE PROMOTION OF
_ RIFLE PRACTICE

- Partially Closed Meeting

In accordance with Section 10 (a)(2)
of the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is
made of the following committee
meeting:

NAME OF COMMITTEE: EXECU-
TIVE COMMITTEE OF THE NA-
TIONAL BOARD FOR THE PROMO-
TION OF RIFLE PRACTICE

DATE OF MEETING: 11 January
1979.

" PLACE: Secretary of the Army Con-
ference Room, Room 2E 687, The Pen-
tagon.

TIME: 0900 hours.

NOTICES

PROPOSED AGENDA:
b;cig’ Distinguished international shooter
e.

2. M-14 Rifle (national match-defined).

3. Development of program objectives.

4. NBPRP budget program.

5. Public relations program for the DCM
civilian marksmanship program.

6. Modification/expansion of NBPRP-ap-
proved DCM ammunition sales program.

7. NBPRP support for a clvilian pistol
marksmanship program.

8. Possible expansion of board-sponsored
national match events.

9. Implementation of additional A. D,
Little report recommendations.

10. NBPRP Inter service marksmanship
responsibility.

11. Concept of a national shooting facllity.

12, Suit against the Secretary of the Army
and the Director of Civillan Marksmanship,

This meeting is partially closed to
the public since the NBPRP is cur-
rently the subject of a civil suit. The
Office of the Army General Counsel
has advised that public disclosure of
the case particulars may interfere
with the ability of the Army to partici-
pate effectively in the defense of the
interests of the United States; (5
U.S.C. Sec. 552b(¢)(10)).

- & For the Director:

GaARY CBITTESTER,
Ezxeculive Officer.

{FR Doc. 78-35023 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6450-01-M]
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY
DR. RONALD C. DAVIDSON
Certification

Pursuant to section 605(a)(3) of the
Department of Energy Organization
Act (42 U.S.C. 7215(a)(3)) and section
207(b) of title 18, United States Code,
and having found that Dr. Ronald C.
Davidson, formerly Assistant Director
for Applied Plasma Physlics, Office of
Fusion Energy,. Department of
Energy, and presently Director of the
Plasma Fusion Center, Massachusetts
Institute of Technology, Cambridge,
Massachusetts, possesses outstanding
scientific qualifications, I certify that
the national interest would be served
by permitting Dr. Davidson, notwith-
standing the restriction, of 18 U.S.C
207 (a) and (b) and 42 U.S.C. 7215(a),
to make appearances or attendances
before, or make written or oral com-
munications to, the Department of
Energy on behalf of the Massachu-
setts Institute of Technology in con-
nection with activities of the Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technology or its
Plasma Fusion Center. Such activities
may include but are not limited to
those under contract nos. ET 78-C-01-
3019, ET 78-S-02-4681 and ET 78-S-
02-4682 with the- Department of
Energy, or other activities.of the Mas-
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sachusetts Institute of Technology or
its Plasma Fusion Center in which Dr.
Davidson participated personally and
substantially as an employee of the
Department of Energy or its predeces-
sor fgency, the Energy Research and
Development Administration, or
which were under his official responsi-
bility as such employee.

Dated: December 6, 1978.

JAMES R. SCHLESINGER,
Secretary of Energy.
_[FR Doc. 78-35033 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6450-01-M]

Energy Information Administration
DATA COLLECTION REPORTS
Discontinuance

AGENCY: Energy Information Ad-
ministration.

ACTION: Notice of discontinuance of
data collection forms.

SUMMARY: On July 24, 1978, the
Energy Information Administration
(ETA) published a proposal in the Fep-
£RAL REGISTER (43 FR 31962) to dis-
continue data collection of five petro-
leum related forms. At that time, ETA
solicited comments with respect to the
discontinuance of the forms. Follow-
ing an analysis of the comments re-
ceived, EIA has determined to discon-
tinue four of the five forms.

EFFECTIVE: Immediately.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Willlam G. Park, (Oil and Gas Sta-
tistics), Energy Information Admin-
istration, 2401 E Street, N.W., Room
628, Washington, D.C. 20241, 202-
634-1044.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments from the following trade
assoclations, respondent companies
and States were taken into considera-
tion in making the decision to discon-.

tinue the four reporting forms. No .

comments recelved after the deadline
for receiving comments were consid-
ered by DOE.

Statles

South Dakota Office of Energy Policy
Arkansas, Attorney General

Trade Associations

The Asphalt Institute

Thc;:a Asphalt Emulsion Manufacturers Asso-
tion

Respondent Companies

APCO Division of Total Petroleum, Inc.
Ashland Petroleum Company

Chevron U.S.A,, Inc.

Citles Service Company

Continental Ol Company

Douglas Oll Company of California
Edington Ol Company

XKoch Fuels, Inc.
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Lion Oil Company~ .
Mobil Oil Corporation -
- Shell Oil Company
“The Standard Oil Company of Ohio
(SOHIO) ‘

All of the comments rece1ved sup-

" ported the retention of the Form 6-

1629-A, Sales of Asphalt and Road Oil.

. One general comment commending

DOE'’s effort to reduce respondent

burden was receivef from Standard Oil
Company of Indiana (AMOCOQO)..

EIA is evaluating the comments rela-
tive to retention of the 6-1629-A.
Having- received no comment to the
contrary, EIA has determined that the
following four forms are no longer.
necessary and should no longer be.sub-
mitted.

Form 6-1301-A, Sales of Aviation Fuel

Form 6-1309-M, Crude Petroleum Gathered
from Leases in Selected States

Form 6-1336-A, Production of Other Fin-
ished Products at Petroleum Refineries

Form 6-1342—A Carbon Black

Issued ‘in Washington, D.C. on De-
cember 6, 1978,

LINcoLN E. MOSES,
Administrator, Energy
Information Administration.

[FR Doc. 78-35101 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02-M]
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

N [Docket No CP79-471
ARKANSAS LOUISIANA GAS CO.

Application

DECEMBER 12, 1978, -

.Take notice that on October 31,
1978, Arkansas Louisiana Gas Compa-
ny (Arkla), P.O. Box 21734, Shreve-
port, Louisiana 71151, filed in Docket
No. CP79-47 an application, pursuant
to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act,
for authorization to construct and op-
erate, and utilize facilities to render
service, incident to the development
and use of a storage reservoir in the
Chiles Dome Field in East Oklahoma,
all as more fully set forth in the appli-
cation which is on file with the Com-
mission and open to public inspection.

It is stated that when the extent of
the national gas shortage became ap-
parent several years ago, Arkla began
an examination of its ability to contin-
ue serving its human needs customers
and other critical application custom-
ers in the context of the worsening gas
supply situation in general, and in the

. face of decreasing annual gas.supplies

on the Arkla system in particular.

It is stated that the criteria for the
study was the ability to serve 100 per-
cent of customer requirements classi-
fied under Arkla’s curtailment plan'as -
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NOTICES .

Priorities 1 and 2, on both an annual-

and normal peak day basis.

A

It is stated .that Arkla's studies
showed that . additional underground
gas storage would be required in the
future if Arkla were to be able to
maintain, the daily deliverability
needed to serve the high priority re-
quirements on its system in the
winter. It is said that the system had
historically obtained the needed deli-
verability on peaks for high priority
uses by curtailing its substantial large
industrial loads; but forecasts for the
future showed that most of the large
industrial loads would, have to be dras-
tically reduced in order to maintain
‘service to the higher priorities. In the”
seven years that the Arkla curtailment
plan has been in effect, curtailments
of the low priority industrial loads
have increased, it is said. By November

1976 the level of curtailment for Prior- -

ities 5 and 6 had reached 100 percent
on an annual basis, and Priorities 5
and 6 loads on the Arkla-system have
not received any gas since November
19786, it is said. The curtailable-cushion
that at one time had been a.fforded by
large industrial loads had to bé re-
placed by storage reservoirs that can
be filled in the off-peak season and
drawn on in the winter, it is said.

It is stated that based on the studies,
a program.was begun to acquire the
additional storage reservoirs it already
had on its system to determine wheth-
er their utilization could be expanded
and improved, and the Ada Storage

Field in East Oklahoma appeared to
be a promising prospect for expansion,
It had been used successfully as a stor-
age reservoir for almost 50 years with
a daily deliverability of around 12 mil-
lion cubic feet per day, it is said. It ap-
peared that the addition of more wells
and compressor horsepower would
permit the Ada Storage Fleld reservoir
to be utilized more fully and effective-
1y, if is said. It is sald that the Ada
Storage Field was expanded pursuant
to Commission certificates.

It is stated that the Chiles Dome
storage facility would provide base
load deliverability over relatively
longer periods than Ada and would
have a rated deliverability of at least
133,000 Mcf per day with a working
gas capacity of 12,000,000 Mecf. It is in-
tended that these two storage develop-
ments, along with Arkla’s other stor-
age fields, would complement each
other, and as projected it is anticipat-
ed that they would take care of
Arkla’s storage needs for a number of
years, it is said.

Arkla’s work with the Chiles Dome
reservoir to date has “demonstrated
that it" would provide the base load
storage that the Arkla system needs,
and it would do so more economically
gla:i ;.ny other available alternative, it

s

A summary of Arkla’s long-term
storage needs as developed by the

ADDITIONAL STORAGE NEEDS

comprehensive studies mentioned
above is stated as follows:
Normal Winter 12% Colder Winter

Deliverability Working Deliverabllity Working
1000 Mecf per Gas-Million 1000 Mcf per Gas-Milllon
day M day |

1978-79.

1979-80.

1980-81

1981-82

1982-83

84
103
141
139
11

o
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A summa.ry of the storage capacities before and after the Chiles Dome

development is stated as follows:

Rated Working Cias-
Dellverablility Millfon Mct
1000 Mcf per-'day

Total Storage Available—Summer 1978 reeess 315 163

1978 Ada St,orage Expansion 100 2.0
- Sub-Total . 475 183
Chiles Dome Storage 133 12,0
Total Required 608 303




It is stated that without additional
storage in the magnitude that would
be afforded by the Chiles Dome Proj-
ect, curtailments into Arkla’s curtail-
ment Priority 2 during normally cold
winters would begin as early .as the
winter of 1979/1980.

it is stated that the scope of the
project and the construction is such
that the only realistic target is to have
the facilities operational and the res-
ervoir full by November 1, 1981 for uti-
lization during the winter of 1981/
1982.

It is stated that the Chiles Dome
Project includes the following:

(a) Approximately 15 new injection-
withdrawal wells. Five existing oil
field wells in the area would be re-
worked and continued in service,

making a total of approximately 20 -

wells to be utilized in connection with
the injection and withdrawal of gas
from the Chiles Dome reservoir. Also,
one observation well is projected.

(b) A 6,750 horsepower compressor
station to be constructed at a central
point. ’

(c) Related central point facilities to
be installed to perform such functions
as measurement, pressure regulation,
dehydration, liquid separation, etc.

(d) Approximately 6.38 miles of 6-
inch to 12-inch gathering lines to con-
nect the injection-withdrawal wells to
the central compressor station facili-
ties. . . .
(e) Approximately 11.14 miles of 16-

inch pipeline to be installed to connect

the central station at Chiles Dome
with Arkla’s existing Line “AD.”

(£) 14,000,000 Mcf of cushion gas.

It is stated that in addition to the
storage facilities incident to the Chiles
Dome storage field itself, it would also

- be necessary to expand the capacity of
certain other Arkla facilities in 1981 to
accommodate the additional delivera-
bility volumes that would be made
available by the Chiles Dome storage
field when it becomes operational

Certification for such facilities is also

requested by this application, it is said.

These facilities are generally identi-

fied as: - :

(g) 16.7 miles of 30-inch O.D. loop
line paralleling an existing .Arkla 24-
inch line (Line “0O”) to be constructed
in 1981. .

(h) A 4,250 horsepower centrifugal
compressor station and rélated facili-
ties to be installed in 1981 at an exist-
ing 1l-acre compressor site in north-
west Arkansas (Arkla’s Chambers Sta-
tion).

It is stated that during the injection

cycle gas would be delivered to Chiles

Dome from Arkla’s Line AD and in-

jected into storage by means of the

storage compression facilities for
which authorization is sought.

During the withdrawal cycle the gas

-~ would be withdrawn from storage by

NOTICES

means of the same compression facili-
ties and delivered back into Arkla's
Line AD as needed, it is sald.

The loop line on Arkla’s Line “O"
and the additional transmission com-
pression horsepower to be installed at
the Chambers Station site, are neces-
sary to increase the capacity of Arkla's
system east of Chiles Dome in order to
move the volumes normslly flowing
through the system, together with the
increased volumes being delivered into
the system f{rom Chiles Dome, to
Arkla’s markets beyond Chambers
Station, it is said.

The application indicates the total
estimated cost of the proposed project
to be $39,113,900 which cost Applicant
proposes to {inance from cash on hand
and/or short-term loans until convert-
ed to long-term debt in due course.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application should on or before
January 2, 1979, file with the Federal
Energy .- Regulatory Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the Commis-
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Regula-
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by
it in determining the appropriate
acton to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hering
therein must file a petition to inter-
vene in accordance with the Commis-
sion’s Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant
to the authority contained in and sub-
ject to jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natu-
ral Gas Act and the Commission's
Rules of Practice and Procedure, a
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission or its
designee on this application if no peti-
tion to intervene is filed within the
time required herein, if the Commis-
sion on its own review of the matter
finds that a grant of the certificate is
required by the public convenience
and necessity. If a petition for leave to
intervene is timely {iled, or if the
Commission on its own motion be-
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lleves that a formal- hearing is re-
quired, further notice of such hearing
will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for Arkla to
.?:pear or be represented at the hear-

g.

KenNETH F. PLOMB,
Secretary.

fFR Doc. 718-35055 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02-M]
[Docket No. CP78-2721
BROOKLYN UNION GAS CO.
Palition To Amend

Decemeer 11, 1978.
- Take notice that on December 8,
1978, The Brooklyn Union Gas Com-
pany (Applicant), 195 Montague
Street, Brooklyn, New York 11201,
{filed in Docket No. CP78-272 a peti-
tion to amend the order issuing a cer-
tificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity in said docket pursuant to Sec-
tion 7(c) of the National Gas Act au-
thorizing the sales of gas to Delmarva
Power and Light Company (Delmar-
va), Philadelphia Electric Company
(PECO), and South Jersey Gas Com-
pany (South Jersey) (Purchasers), all
as more fully set forth in the applica-
tion, as supplemented, on file with the
gommlsion and open to public inspec-
on.

Applicant states that between June
8, 1977, when the sales agreements
were made, and October 23, 1978,
when the Commission issued its order
authorizing the sales, changes in con-
ditions of the Purchasers have oc-
curred. As a result, Applicent states,
each sales agreement was modified, by
letter agreement to be eifective No-
vember 1, 1978, to reflect more accu-
rately current conditions of the Pur-
chasers. Applicant states that these
modifications may be summarized as
{ollows: -

(1) the annual contract quantity fo
be purchased by each customer has
been reduced, with additional (call)
quantities of gas In excess of the
annual contract quantity to be made
avaflable at the option of the Purchas-
ers. The quantities authorized in the -
Commission’s October 23, 1978, order
and the quantities to be purchased
pursuant to the amended agreements

.. are as follows:

Amended Agreement,
Authorized—Annual
Company Contract Quantity
&illlon Btu) Annuzl Contract Optional Call
. Quantity @dilion Quantity dillion

. Btw) Bt
Delmarva 500,000 6,000 150,000
PECO 2,000,000 12,000 300,000
South Jersey 2,000,000 12,000 300,000
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(2) the primary term of each agree- "
ment has been reduced to one year;

(3) all of the gas purchased will be -

made available during the winter"

period, with deliveries to commence
upon 24 hours notice; and

(4) thé demand charges have been
‘reduced and the . winter delivery
charges have been ehmmated P

In light of these modxfxcatlons to the
three underlying sales agreements, Ap-

modify the certificate order of Octo-
ber 23, 1978. - :

Applicant requests, -

(a) that the Commission modxfy the
" limited-terin certificate issued to -Ap-
plicant to authorize it to sell gas to the
Purchasers in accordance with the
modified sales agreements; and )

(bJ that the Commission permit Ap-
plicant to file the sales-agreements, as
modified, as special- rate schedules
pursuant to Section 154.52 of the Reg-
ulations -under the Natuzal Gas Act
(18 CFR 154.52). -

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to

said petition to amend should on or-

before December 21, 1978, file with
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20426,"a pe-
tition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and

» NOTICES

‘gina. 25314; filed in Docket-No. CP76-
-439 a petition to amend the order
issued November 1,'1976! in said
docket pursuant to Section 7(c) of the

-Natural Gas Act and Section 2.79 of

the Commission’s General Policy and
Interpretations (18 CFR 2. 79), so as to
extend for two years the authorization

. to"transport natural gas for Anchor

Hocking Corporation (Anchor) to be

- delivered to Anchor’s Carr-Lowrey
plicant requests that the Commission.-

Glass® Company Division (Carr-
Lowrey) plant in Baltlmore, Maryland,
all as more fully set forth in the peti-

tion to amend which is on file with the-

Commission a.nd open to public inspec-
tion.

It is stated that Carr-Lowrey is a
customer of Baltimore Gas & Electric
Company (BG&E), and that BG&E's
forecast of curtailments for the winter
season of 1978-79 has not been re-
ceived by Carr-Lowrey. It is further
stated that since service commenced
under the . authorization granted in

- Docket No. CP76-439, deliveries have
"been made on 201 days during the-

Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the -

Regulations under the Natural Gas
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed
with the Commission will be consid-

ered by it in determining the appropri-

ate action to be taken but-will not
serve to make the protestants parties
to:the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding or
- to participate as a party in any hear-
ing therein must file a petition to in-
tervene in accordance with' the Com-
mission’s Rules. Persons who have
heretofore filed in. thls docket need
not file again. .
KENNETH F. PLUMB,
> Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-35056 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02-M]
[Docket No, CP76-439]
COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.

Petition To Amend

DECEMBER 11, 1978.
Take notice that on October 12,
1978, Columbia Gas Transmission Cor-
poration (Columbia), 1700 MacCorkle
Avenue, S.E., Charleston, West Vir-

winter period of 1976-77 and 1977-78.
Effective October 9, 1978 Cair-Lowrey
was curtailed 100 per cent-by BG&E
and gas deliveries are currently being
made under the authorization herein,

it is said. It is said that, based on past,

‘expenence, Carr-Lowrey is of the opin-

ion that additional curtallments will
be'imposed.

In an affidavit attached to the appli-
cation, Anchor states that all of the
natural gas to be transported would be
consumed in the priority-of-service
Priority 3 of 18 CFR 2.78(a). These
uses are Priority 3 uses that would
otherwise have been in Pnonty 2 had
the gas. been purchased on a  firm
basxs, it is said. °

It is stated that the source of natu-
ral gas to be transported to Carr-
Lowrey remains the same, Gas Trans-

port, Inc. Gas_Transport is a wholly-

owned subsidiary of Anchor which was
founded in 1941 for the sole purpose
of purchasing natural gas for Anchor,
its only customer, it is said.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said petition to amend should on or
before January 2, 1979, file with the
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the

‘Commission’s Rules of Practice and

Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
Regulations under the Natural Gas

" "iThis proceeding was commenced before
the FPC. By joint regulation of October 1,

1978 (10 CFR 1000.1), it was transferred to
the FERC.

p

"Act (18 CFR 157.10), All protests filed

with the Commission will be consid-
ered by it in determining the appropri«
ate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding or
to participate as a party in any hear-
ing therein must file a petition to in-
tervene in.accordance with the Com-
mission’s Rules.
- KENNETH F. PLUMB
Secretary.

{FR Doc. 78-35057 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02-M] .
[Docket No, CP79-921

COLUMBIA GAS TRANSMISSION CORP, AND
CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP.

Application

DECEMBER 12, 1978,

Take notice that on November 30,
1978, Columbia Gas Transmission Cor-
poration (Columbia), 1700 MacCorkle
Avenue, S.E., Charleston, West Virgin-
ia 25314, and Consolidated Gas Supply
Corporation (Consolidated), 445 W,
Main Street, Clarksburg, West Virgin-
ia 26301, (Applicants) filed in Docket
No. CP79-92 an application pursuant
to Sections 7 (¢) and (b) of the Natural

" Gas Act for a certificate of public con«

venience and necessity authorizing (1)
the exchange of -natural gas and the
construction and operation of certain
natural gas facilities related thereto,
and (2) permission and approval to
abandon approximately 2.6 miles of
pipeline, all as more fully set forth in
the application which is on file with
the Commission and open to public in-
spection.

Applicants state that Columbia oper-
ates a pipeline from the vicinity of
Buckhannon, Upshur County, West
Virginia, to a point north of Weston,
Lewis County, West Virginia, for the
sole purpose of providing natural gas
for resale to Columbia Gas of West
Virginia (Columbia Gas) for its retail
customers in the ares north of
Weston, West Virginia, and that Con.
solidated has pipeline facllities in the
vicinity which can be interconnccted
to Columbia’s facilities,

Applicants state that Columbia has
two gas wells in Lewis County, West
Virginia, from which the production
can be delivered into Consolidated's
existing facilities, and that Consoli-
dated operates pipeline facilities in the
Twilight: and Bandytown areas in
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Boone County, West Virginia which
are utilized for distribution service.

Applicants request authorization for:

(1) Consolidated to deliver to Colum-
bia, through a new delivery point to be
constructed by Columbia at an inter-
section of Applicants’ lines in Lewis
County, West Virginia, those volumes
of gas as are required by Columbia, to
supply Columbia Gas;

(2) Columbia to deliver to Consoli-
dated, through a new delivery point to
be constructed by Consolidated at an
intersection of Applicants’ facilities in
Boone County, Virginia, such gas
quantities as Consolidated may re-
quire from time to time on an emer-
gency basis in order to ensure continu-
ity of service to Consolidated’s custom-
ers in the Twilight and Bandytown
area;

(3) -Columbia to bala.nce any excess
gas it receives by delivering to Consoli-
dated such excess at an existing inter-
connection between Apphca.nts in
Wood County, West Virginia;

(4) Consolidated to likewise balance
excess gas by delivery to Columbia at
an - existing mterconnectmn between
Applicants in Lincoln County, West
Virginia;

(5) Columbia’s construction of one
measuring facility and two intercon-
necting measuring and regulating
facilities in Lewis .County, West Vir-
ginia, and one interconnecting main-
line tap facility in Booné County,
-West Virginia, at a cost of $31,400,
which would be financed from funds
generated internally;

{6) Consolidated’s construction of in-
terconnecting mainline tap facilities in
Lewis County, West Virginia and an
interconnecting measuring and regu-
lating facility in Boone County, West
Virginia, at a cost of $3,715, which
would be financed from funds generat-
ed internally; and

(7) Columbia’s abandonment of sev-
eral sections of 8, 10, and 12-inch pipe-
line totaling approximately 2.6 miles
in Lewis County, West Virginia.

Applicants ‘state that the requested
exchange authorization would be gas
_ for gas, with balancing to be on a
monthly basis. Applicants further
state that the proposed abandonment
would mot result in termination of
service to any of Columbia's custom-
ers.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application should on or before
January 2, 1979, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission,
‘Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to
intervene 'or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the Commis-
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Regula-
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by

NOTICES

it in determining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make’the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to

-become a party to a proceeding or to

participate as 8 party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to inter-
vene in accordance with the Commis-
sion's Rules.

- Take further notice that, pursuant
to the authority contained in and sub-
ject to.the jurisdiction conferred upon
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-

mission by Sections 7 and 15 of the,

Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure, a
hearing will be held without further
notice before the Commission or its
designee on this application if no peti-
tion to intervene is filed within the
time required herein, if the Commis-
sion in its own review of the matter
finds that a grant of the certificate or
permission and approval for the pro-
posed abandonment are required by
the public convenfence and necessity.
If a petition for leave to intervene is
timely filed, or if the Commissfon on
its own motion helieves that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for Applicants to
appear or be represented at the hear-
ing.

KeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-35058 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am)

[6740-02-M]
{Docket No. CP79-891
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO.
Application

‘Deceuser 11, 1978,

Take notice that on November 29,
1978, El Paso Natural Gas Company
(El Paso), Post Office Box 1492, El
Paso, Texas 79978, filed an application
in Docket No. CP79-89, pursuant to
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act
for a certificate of public convenience

.

“and necessity authorizing ) the trans-

portation of up to 60,000 Mcf per day
of matural gas for the account of
Bixco, Inc. (Bixco), on a best efforts
basis, and the delivery of such natural
gas to .Arizona Public Service Compa-
ny (APS) at existing delivery points lo-
cated on El Paso’s interstate pipeline
transmission system situated within
the State of Arizona, and (il) blanket
authorization under Section 7(c) of
the Act, to permit, from time to time,
the attachment of new receipt and/or
delivery points and other facllities to
El Paso's pipeline system, all as more
fully set forth in the application on
file with the Commission and open to
public inspection.

58855

El Paso states that Bixco has ad-
vised it that Bixco has acquired natu-
ral gas supplies produced from the C
& X "Federal No. 1 well located in
Eddy County, New Mexico (No. 1
well); that the No. 1 well is connected
to El Paso’s existing gathering system
and is remote from the system of APS,
who has contracted with Bixco to pur-
chase the gas; and that to enable APS
to have access to the No. 1 well gas
purchased from Bixco, El Paso and
Bixco have entered into a gas trans-
pgrll'tatlon agreement on September 1,
1978.

It is proposed, pursuant to the trans-
portation agreement, that El Paso
would gather, process and dehydrate
when necessary, up to 60,000 Mecf of
natural gas per day for Bixco’s ac-
count, and then deliver eguivalent vol-
umes, less gas lost and used as fule, to
APS for Bixco’s account at existing
points of interconnection between
APS and El Paso in Arizona for end
use by APS’s Priority 1, 2 and 3 natu-
ral gas customers, all on a best efforts
basls. It is stated the transportation
agreement is predicated on expected
excess capacity within El Paso’s exist-
ing mainline, and that Bixca woud re-
ceive equal treatment with other of El
Paso's best efforts customers whose
end-uses have the same priority, as
those priorities are defined in El
Paso’s curtailment plan as is now or
may hereinafter be in effect on El
Paso’s system, The transportation
agreement is stated to have a_five-year
term from the date of first perform-
ance.

El Paco states that the rates under
the transportation agreement would
be taken from its Sheet No. 1 D.2,
FERC Gas Tariff, Third Revised
Volume No. 2, or superseding tariff:
(1) a transportation charge, denomi-
nated “Mainline Transmission Charge-
Arizona”; and (2) as compensation for
the required gathering processing and
dehydration, 3 charges denominated
as “Production Area Charge-Field
Gathering”, “Production Area Charge-
Processing”, and “Production Area
Charge-Dehydration only.”

E1 Paso states that it and Bixco have
also entered into an “excess gas” pur-
chase agreement dated September 1,
1978, under which El Paso could pur-
chase, at its option, that gas which on
any day exceeds APS’ need for addi-
tional gas supplies to serve its custom-.
ers’ Priority 1, 2 and 3 end-use require-
ments, (including storage injection for—-
later use by these high priority cus-
tomers).

El Paso also proposes that it be
granted blanket authority to add and
delete receipt and delivery points and
add other required facilities; Bixco
would pay for additional facilities pur-
suant to the transportation agree-
ment, but they would be owned and
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‘operated by El Paso. Under-this pro-
posal, El Paso woud amend the trans:
portation agreement before January
31 of each year to reflect the additions
of the preceding year, and give proper
notice to the Commlssmn, it is stated.

It is stated that the authorization re-
quested in the instant docket is re-
quired to make the No. 1 well gas
available to APS, and that this gas
woud aid APS in the maintenance of

service to its high priority end use re- -

quirement customers.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said application should on or before
January 2, 1979, file with the Federal
Energy Regulatory - Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20426 a petition to
intervene or a protest in accordance
with the requirements of the Commis-
sion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Regula-
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with
the Commission will be considered by
it in deftermining the appropriate
action to be taken but will not serve to
make the protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to a proceeding or to
participate as a party in any hearing

therein must file a petltlon to inter- .

vene in accordance with the Comm1s-
. sion’s Rules, -~

Take further notice that, pursuant,

to the authority contamed in and sub-
ject to the Jurlsdxctlon conferred upon
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission by Sections 7 and 15 of the
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure, a
hearing will be held without further,
notice before the Commission or its
designee on this application if no peti-
tion is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission-on its own
review of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate is required by the
public convenience and necessity. If a

petition for leave to intervene is

timely filed, or if the Commission on
its own motion believes that a formal
hearing is required, further notice of
such hearing will be duly given. i
" Under the procedure herein pro-
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it
will be unnecessary for El Paso to
appear or be represented at the hear-
ing. .
KENNETH F. PLUMB,

- Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-35059 Filed 12-15-78 8:45 am1
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[6740—02—M]

[Docket N 0. RP74-97 (PGAT 9-l)]
MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO. .

Purchnsed Gas Cost Adlus!rnent Flhng

. n DECEMBER7 '1978.
Montana—Dakota Utilities Co.
(“MDU”), on' December 1, 1978, sub-
mitted”for filing as part of its FERC
Gas Tariff the following tariff sheet:

Ongmal' Volume No. ¢
Tenth Reyised Sheet No. 3A
MDU states that this filing is being
made pursuant to its Purchased Gas
Cost Adjustment Provision. The pro-

posed change consists of a Surcharge

Adjustment of 10.516¢ per Mcf. The

proposed effective date is January 1,

1979. The changes are supported by

~ exhibits attached to the filing.

As part of its filing, MDU has in-
cluded a correction of a mistake which
it asserts was made in the computation
of the surcharge amounts in July,
August and September, 1975, MDU
states that the error was discovered in
the course of a recent FERC audit. Ac-
cordingly, MDU requests permission to
refund an amount of $18,987.50 to one
of its customers, -Northern Gas Com-
pany, and to charge an’ identical
amount to the balance in the Deferred
Account for recovery by means of the

instant filing.

MDU also- requests waiver of the
provisions of its currently effective
PGA clause so that it may recover the
amounts in its Deferred Account in
the
through April, 1979, rather than the
six-month period January through

June, 1979, which would normally be .

used.”MDU asserts that this proposal

is consistent with the change required-

in its PGA clause by Order Nos. 13 and
13-A which will shorten the effective
time period of the proposed rates from
six months under the currently effec-
tive tariff sheets to four months under
those which will be filed by MDU pur-
suant to Order Nos. 13 and 13-A.

Any persorn desiring to be heard or
to protest said application should file
a petition to intervene or protest with
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission, 825 North' Capitol Street,

‘N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426 in ac-

cordance with the sections 1.8 and 1.10

‘of the Commission’s Rules of Practice

and Procedures (18 CFR. 1.8 or 1.10).
All such- petitions or protests should
be filed on or before December 15,
1978. Protests will be considered by
the Conimission in ‘determining the
appropriate action to be taken, but
will not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Any person
wishing to become a party to a pro-
ceeding or to participate as a ‘party in
any hearing therein.must file a peti-

four-month period January

tion to intervene. Coples of the filing
are on file with the Commission and
available for public inspection.
) KEeNNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-35060 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02-M]
" Docket No. RPT4-07; PGAT9-2)

MONTANA-DAKOTA UTILITIES CO.

Tariff Sheet Filing Pursuant to Ordor Nos. 13
. and 13-A

DECEMBER 7, 1978,

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co.
(“MDU”), on December -1, 1978, sub.
mitted for filing as part of its FERC
Gas Tariff the following tariff sheets:

Original Volume No. 4

Third Reviséd Sheet No. 16A.
Second Revised Sheet No, 16B, -
Second Revised Sheet No. 16C.
Third Revised Sheet No. 16D.
Third Revised Sheet No. 16E,
First Revised Sheet No. 16F,
Original Sheet No. 16G

MDU states that these tariff sheets,
inter alia, comply with the require-
ments of the Commisstion’s Order Nos.
13 and 13-A by changing the dat¢s on
which MDU will file its future PGA
adjustments and by providing for car-
rying charges on the balances in the
deferred account.

In addition, MDU states that it has
made certain other changes to its PGA
clause to reflect, inier alia, recent de«
velopments in its gas supply patterns,
to change references to the former
Federal Power Commission to the Fed-
eral Energy Regulatory Commission,
and to provide for cost of purchased
gas changes twice per year rather than
according to its former schedule of
once per year.

The proposed effective date is Janu.
ary 1, 1979,

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said application should file
a petition to intervene or protest with
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com-
mission, 825 North Capitol Street NE,,
Washington, D.C. 20426 in accordance
with the Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedures (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All
such petitions or protests should be
filed on or before December 15, 1978.
Protests will be considered by the
Commission in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken, but will not
serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding or
to participate as a party in any hear.
ing therein must file a petition to in-
tervehe. Copies of the filing are on file
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with the Commission and available for
-public inspection. ]
KEeNNETH F. PLUMSB,
Secretary.
" {FR. Doc. 78-35061.Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02-M] )
[Docket No. ER76-875]
NEVADA POWER CO.
. Compliance Filing

* DECEMBER 11, 1978.

- Take notice that Nevada Power Co.

on October 4, 1978, tendered for filing
pursuant to Paragraph C of the Com-
‘mission’s Order issued June 27, 1978,
in the above docket, a revised cost of
service study with amended rate
schedule for CP National.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to protest said filing should file a pro-
test with the Federal Energy Regula-
tory Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426 in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10
of the Commission’s Rules of Practice
and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10).
All such petitions or protests should
be filed on or before December. 29,
1978. Protests will be considered by
the Commission in determining the
appropriate action to be taken. Copies
of this filing are on file with the Com-
mission and available for public in-
spection. . -

y KenNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-35062 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6740-02-M] A
(Docket No. CP76-461]
TEXAS GAS TRANSMISSION CORP.
Petition To Amend

DECEMBER 12, 1978.

Take notice that on November 7,
1978, Texas Gas Transmission Corp.
(Petitioner), P.O. Box 1160, Owens-
boro, Kentucky 42301, filed in Docket
No. CP'76-461, a petition to amend the
orders issued November 24, 1976 and
February 2, 1977, in the instant
docket pursuant to Section 7(c) of the
Natural Gas Act and Section 2.79 of
the Commission’s General Policy and
Interpretations (18 CFR 2.79), so as to
authorize an extension of the existing
authorization for an additional two-
year period to permit Petitioner to
transport and deliver volumes of natu-
ral gas up to 1,365 Mcf per day to Na-
-tional Steel Corporation and South-
wire Company (National-Southwire),

1This proceeding was commenced before
the FPC. By joint regulation of October 1,
1977 (10 CFR 1000.1), it was transferred to
the FERC. o .

NOTICES

all as more fully set forth in the peti-
tion which is on file with the Commis-

. sion and open to public inspection.

Petitioner states that by orders
issued November 24, 1976, and Febru-
ary 2, 1977, it was authorized to trans-
port, on an interruptible basis, and de-
liver a volume of natural gas up to
3,317 Mcf per day to National-South-
wire for a two-year period from the
date of initial deliveries, and that Na-
tional-Southwire is purchasing the vol-
umes of natural gas which petitioner
is presently transporting pursuant to
the above-described . authorizations
from McGoldrick Joint Venture No. 1~
73 in Leatherman Creek Field, Clai-
borne Parish, Louisiana.

Petitioner further states that it Is
seeking an additional two-year perfod
so as to permit it to transport and de-
liver volumes of natural gas up to
1,365 Mcf per day to National-South-
wire pursuant to a transportation serv-
ice agreement, dated October 18, 1978,
between Petitioner and National-
Southwire.

Petitioner states that the volumes of
natural gas to be transported would be
purchased by National-Southwire
from Harvey Broyles, et al,, (Broyles)
for production located in the Tremont
Field, Lincoln ParisH, Louisiana, at a
price of $1.85 per Mcf of natural gas
from the date of first delivery through
the {irst contract year and effective on
the first day of the second contract
year or any subsequent contract year,
the price shall increase 10.0 cents per
Mef of gas. Such volumes would be de-
livered to Petitoner by means of a dis-
patching arrangement to the tailgate
of the XKerr-McGee Gasoline Plant lo-
cated near Dubach in Lincoln Parish,
Louisiana, it is said. Petitioner asserts
that it would simultaneously redeliver
volumes of natural gas up to 1,365 Mcf
per day at 14.73 psia to National-
Southwire at an existing meter station
located at or near Mile Post 13.4624 in
Hancock County, Kentucky.

No new facilities are necessary in
order to effectuate the proposed trans-
portation service, it is said.

Petitioner states it would not retain
any volumes for its own system
supply, but would retain a volume
equal to 6.23 percent above the deliv-
ered volume as makeup for compressor
fuel and line loss, which percentage
was calculated on an incremental basis
for pipeline throughout to and within
the rate zone In which the deliver by
Petitioner would be made, that Is,
Zone 3. Petitioner would collect an inf-
tial charge of 24.81 cents per Mcf for
all quantities of natural gas transport-
ed and delivered to National-South-
wire, it is stated.

Any person desiring to be heard or
to make any protest with reference to
said petition to amend should on or
before January 2, 1979, file with the

3357

Federal Energy Regulatory Commisz-
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, a peti-
tion to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the
Regulations under the Natural Gas
Act (18 CFR 157.10). A1l protests filed
with the Commission will be consid-
ered by it in determining the appropri-
ate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties
to the proceeding. Any person wishing
to become a party to a proceeding or
to participate as a party in any hear-
ing therein must file a petition to in-
tervene in accordance with the Com-
mission’s Rules.

KeNNETHE P. PLULIB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-35063 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6560-01-M]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

{FRL 1027-41

RECEIPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENTS

President Carter’'s Reorganization
Plan No. 1 (see President’s Message of
July 15, 1977) transferred certain
functions from the Council on Envi-
ronmental Quality (CEQ) to the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA).
Some of these functions relate toe oper-
ational duties associated with the ad-
ministrative aspects of the environ-
mental impact statement- (EIS) proc-
ess. In Memorandum of Agreement
No. 1 entered into between CEQ and
EPA, dated March 29, 1978, it was
agreed that EPA would be the official
recipient of EIS's and would publish
the availability of each EIS received
on a weekly basis. This is the duty for-
merly carried out by CEQ pursuant to .
Section 1500.11(c) of the CEQ Guide-
lines.

Review periods for draft and final
EIS will be computed as follows: the
45 day review period for draft EIS's
will be computed from the Friday fol-
lowing the week which is being report-
ed; the 30 day wait period for final
EIS's will be computed from the date
of receipt of the EIS by EPA and com-
menting parties.

The following is a list of environ-
mental impact statements received by
the Environmental Protection Agency
from December 4, 1978 through De-
cember 8, 1978; the date of submission
of comments on draft EIS’s as comput-
ed from December 15, 1978 is January
29, 1979.

Coplies of individual statements are
avalilable for review from the originat-
ing agency. Back copies are also availa-
ble at 10 cents per page from the Envi-
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ronmental Law Institute, 1346 Con-
necticut Avenue, Washington, D.C.
20036.

‘Dated: December 13,1978, ~ .-

PeTER L. COOK,
! Acting Director,
‘ Office of Federal Activities.

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Contact: Mr. Robert Stern, Acting Direc-
tor, Division of NEPA Affairs, Department
of Energy, Federal Building, Room 7119,
1200 Pennsylvania -Avenue NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20461, 202-566-9760.

Draft

Charge for spent fuel storage, national,
December 6: Proposed is the analyzation of
the fee and various alternatives- considered
to determine the interaction between the
fee and degree of participation by domestic
utllities and foreign countries in the pro-
posed spent fuel program for implementing
the spent fuel policy. Specifically, the EIS

NOTICES

basins at reactor sites (interium storage).
This alternative would result in the con-
struction of additional spént fuel storage
basins that are constructed and operated at
power. reactor sites: by private industry.

"Four alternatives are considered which may

be combined in various ways should the in-
terium storage proposal be implemented.
(DOE/EIS-0015-DS) (EIS Order No.-81311).

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR

Contact: Mr. Bruce Blanchard, Director,
Environmental Project Review," Room 4256
Tnterior Bldg., Department of the Interior,
Washington, D C. 20240 (202) 343-3891

'BUREAU 9F LAND MANAGEMENI‘ .
Draft

Federal Coal Management Ptogram (res
vised), Programmatic, December 8: The pur~
pose of this statement is to address various
alternatives for federal coal management
program, including a preferred program al-
_ternative, and to assess the possible impacts
“from the various alternatives. The state-

tension (DAHE) located in Fairfax Cotinty,
Virginia, will be a four-lane divided high-
way, estending the existing. access highway
from the vicinity of Spring Hill Road near
Tysons Corner, 3% miles southeasterly to
an interchange with 1-66 in the vicinity of
Haycock Road near “the city of Falls
Church, In addition, outer parallel road«
ways from VA-7 to I-495 are included in this
proposal as a toll facility. The proposed
roadways will have interchanges with six

crossroads: VA-T7, Spring Hill Road, 1495, ~

VA-123, Magarity Road, and I-60. (EIS
Order No. 81321). -

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINIS’I'RATION
Draft .

Fletcher Avenue, FL-597 to FL-685, Hills.
borough  County, Fla., December 4: Pro-
posed is the construction of 2.8 miles of
four-lane divided municipal roadway to be
known as Fletcher Avenue, between FL-~597,
Dale Mabrey Highway, and F1~-685, Florlda
Avenue, in Hillsborough County, Florida,
The project length includes about 1.5 miles
of existing alignment where the two-lane

addressed itself to whether the fee charged ment is programmatic in scope and discusses rural roadway will be reconstructed. Ap-

for these services, by its level or its struc-
ture would have any effect on the environ-
mental impacts of implementing the spent
fuel policy itself. This statement draws on
and is & companion to two other EIS’s con-
cerning the storage of foreign and domestic
fuels. (DOE/EIS-0041-D) (EIS order No.
81309).

Storage of foreign spent power reactor
fuel, national, December 6. Proposed for
consideratlon are provisions under the spent
fuel policy concerning the acceptance by
the Federal Government of a limited
amount of spent fuel from foreign sources
when such action would contribute to meet-
ing nonproliferation goals, This statement is
intended to provide environmental input
into decisions regarding the implementation
of this portion ‘of the policy. Approaches
that could be adopted include: (1) Accept-
ance of foreign spent fuel at either domestic
centralized or decentralized storage basin(s),

the national and interregional impacts asso-
ciated with the Federal coal management.
Included is the assessment of 12 coal supply
regions, 3 production levels, 7 alternative
management strategies, 2 projection peri-
ods, coal prodtction and use cycle, and 27
impact categories. (INT-DES-78-50) (EIS
Order No. 81320).

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE

Final - .
Buffalo National River, Newton and
Marion Counties, Ark. December 4: Pro-
posed is Congressional designation of 10,529
acres of federal land within the authorized
boundary of the buffalo national river as
wilderness. Plans also call for the designa-
tion of 25,471 acres of nonfederal lands as
potential wilderness additions. The proposal
involves 3 separate units and aggregation of
36,000 acres. (FES-78-36) Comments made

proximately 1.3 miles will be constructed on
new alignment. (FHWA-FLA-EIS-78-4-D)
(EIS Order No. 81295).

Augusta Raflroad Demonstration Profect,
Richmond and Columblia Counties, Ga.,and
Aiken County, S.C. December 7: Proposed {s
a railroad demonstration project in Augus.
ta, Richmond and Columbia Countles, Geor-
gia, and the area of Aiken County, South
Carolina. This project seeks to improve the
existing rallroad/community relationship
and the overall transportation network of
the area through rail system improvements,
Several alternatives are presented which
consider: (1) Feasible’ means of providing
fuel or partial relocation on rall facilities
outside of the urbanized area, (2) no action,
(3) limited build, and (4) postponement of
project. (FHWA-GA-EIS-78-02-D)" (IES
Order No.'81312).

Railroad Highway Demonstration Profect,
Metarie, Jefferson County, La. December 6:

(2) encouragement of continued storage’ at by: USDA, DOC, HUD, DOIL, FPC, DOT Proposed is a rallroad highway demonstras

foreign multinational or national basins, or
(3) no new policy. (EIS order No. 81310).

Final

Texoma group salt domes—SPR, Texas,
Louisiana, several counties, December 4:
Proposed are four candidate sites for use as
part of the strategic petroleum reserve pro-
gram, These sites are from the Texoma
group of salt domes located in the gulf coast
region of southwestern Louisiana and south-
eastern Texas. The primary site for develop-
ment in this group is an expansion of the
West Hackberry early storage reserve facili- ~
ty located in Cameron Parish, La. The three
other sites are new: The Black Bayou salt
dome in Cameron Parish, La.; the Vinton
salt dome in Caleasieu Parish, La.; and the
Big Hill salt dome in Jefferson County, Tex.
One or a combination of these three sites
may be developed. (DOE/EIS-0029.) Com-
ments made by: COE, DOC, EPA (EIS
Order No. 81296).

Draft supplement

Storage of U.S. spent power reactor fuel,
national, December 6: This statement sup-
plements a draft EIS filed in August 1978,

. concerning the storage of U.S. spent power-

reactor fuel. The statement focuses on a
particular policy approach. which encour-
ages the expanded storage of spent fuel in

EPA, AHP, COE, State agencies, groups and
businesses ( EIS Order No. 81294).

~ - Biscayne National Monument Manage-
--ment Plan, Dade County, Fla, December 4:

Proposed is a general management plan to
guide the future management and develop-
ment of Biscayne National Monument, Flor-
ida. The proposed plan places emphasis on
five points: (1) no acquisition of land on
North Key Largo, (2) a public transporata-
tion system, (3) additional visitor facilities
on Elliott and Adams Keys, (4) increased di-
versity of'recreational and interpretive op-
portunities, and (5) enhanced protection of
natural and cultural resources. (FES-78-35)
Comments made by: DOC, COE, HUD, DOJ,
EPA, State and local agencies groups (BEIS
Order No. 81293).

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contact: Mr. Martin Convisser, Director,
Office of Environmental Affairs, U.S. De-
partment of Transportation, 400 7th Street, .
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590 (202) 426-
4357 )

- FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Draft

Dulles Access Highway: extensio_n. I-66 In-
terchange, Fairfax County, Va. December 8:
The proposed Dulles Access Highway Ex-

.

tion project located in Metarie, Jefferson
Parish, Louisiana. The plan involves tha re-
moval of the Louislana and Arkansas (L&A}
Railway track along US 61, Alrline High«

“ way, from Willlams Boulevard to Turnball

Drive. The L&A traffic will be switched to
other tracks. Other features Included are:
(1) some work done on the New Orleans
Terminal (NOT) railroad facilities, (2) remo-
vel of the interchange track known as Long-
side between Labarre Road and Magnolia
Drive, and (3) a replacement interchange
track located between Central Avenue and
Shesburg Road. (FHWA-LA-EIS-78-01-D)
(EIS Order No. 81308),

Final . h

University Boulevard, US 90 to Persons
Drive, Mobile County, Ala. December 5¢ Pro-
posed is the construction of sectlons of Unl.
versity (Highpoint) Boulevard, & north-
south arterial route through the western
area of the city of Mobile, Alabama. The
project begins at U.S. Highway 80 and ends
at Persons Drive north of U.S..Highway 98,
The total length of the project, including
sections already open to traffic, is 7.8 miles:
The length of sections remaining to be con-
structed is approximately 4.7 miles. The
new facility will be a 5-lane urban highway
with curb. (FHWA-AL-EIS-T77-02F) Cotn-
ments made by: USCG, DOT, HUD, USDA,
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COE, EPA,.State and local agencies, groups
and businesses (EIS Order No. 81301)

U.S. 2, Devils Lake to ND-18, Ramsey,
Nelson and Grand Forks Counties, N.D. De-
cember 5: The proposed project consists of
acquiring right-of-way and constructing a
roadway parallel to the existing roadway to
provide a four lane divided highway from
Devils Lake, North Dakota, easterly'to the
junction of U.S. 2 and ND-18. This project
is approximately 60 miles long. Also pro-
posed is the improvement of ND-1 from its
intersection with U.S. 2 southerly approxi-
mately one mile. Adverse impacts include
the relocation of several families: The filling
in of approximately 120 to 130 acres of wet-
lands for roadway embankment; and con-
struction-related pollution. (FHWA-ND-
EIS-77-01F) Comments made by: DOI, EPA,
HUD, COE, USDA, State and local agencies
(EIS Order No. 81305).

US 2, Danville and St. Johnsbury, Caledo-
nia County, Vt., December 8: This proposed
action consists of constructing a four and a

" half mile segment of a nine mile section of
US Route 2 in the towns of Davnille an St.
Johnsbury, Vermont. Beginning approxi-
mately 4.7 miles east of the intersection of
US Route 2 and Vermont Route 15 in the
town of Danville, the project will extend
easterly terminating in the village area of
St. Johnsbury. The highway will be two-
lane with partially controlled access if built
on relocation, and two or four-lane uncon-
trolled access if constructed on the existing
location. (FHWA-VT-EIS-78-01-F) Com-
ments made by: DOI, EPA, USDA, USCG,
HUD, HEW, DOT, State and local agencies
(EIS Order No. 81316).

~

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Contact: Mr. Peter Cook, Acting Director,
Environmental Protection Agency, Office
Federal Activities, Washington, D.C. 20460,
202-755-0780. .

Final .

National ambient air quality standard for
lead, national,. December 5: Under section
109 of the Clean Air Act, the U.S. Environ-
mental Protection Agency intends to pro-
pose a national ambient air quality standard
for lead. The sources and 1975 ambient air
concentrations of lead, trends in growth,
and the existance and potential for lead
emissions control have been summarized.
Emission control strategies have been devel-
oped and, under one strategy developed, the
nationwide environmental impacts of estab-
lishing the standard have been assessed.
Comments made by: (EIS Order ?Io. 81306).

EPA, REGION 6

Contact: Mr. Clinton Spotts, Environmen-
tal Protection Agency, Region VI, 1201 Elm
Street, Dallas, Tex. 75270. FTS 729-2716.

Draft . —~ . *

WWT Facilities, Little Rock (Maumelle),
Pulaski County, Ark., December 5: Proposed
is the construction of WWT facilities in Pu-
laski County, Ark. The treatment plant
would be constructed on Beck Road in the
Little Maumelle River Valley to treat
sewage collected by two interceptor sewer
mains in the northern part of the drainage
basin. It is also proposed that an outfall line
be constructed from the Beck Road plant to
the Arkansas River. The preferred alterna-
tive is no action. (EIS Order No. 81297).

’

-

NOTICES

GENERAL SERVICE ADMINISTRATION

Contact: Mr. Andrew E. Kauders, Execu-
tive Director, Environmental Affairs Divi-
sion, General Services Administration, 18th
and- F Streets, NW., Washington, D.C.
20405, 202-566-0405.

Final

Union Station renovation, Nashville, Da-
vidson County, Tenn., Décember 8: The pro-
posed action involves the renovation of
Union Station, a railroad terminal, for use
as Federal offices plus community and com-
merical space in Nashville, Davidson
County, Tenn. The new facility would pro-
vide space for eight Government agencles
presently housed In outlying leased loca-
tions, The proposed building would provide
approximately 72,700 occupiable square feet
of space, of which 47,700 square feet would
house 163 Federal employeces and 25,000
square feet would be leased. (ETN-78002)
Comments made by: SBA, AHP, HEW, EPA,
DOI, USDA, DOT, HUD, DOC, State and
local agencles, groups and buslnesses (EIS
Order No. 81314).

DEePARTMERT OF HUD

Contact: Mr. Richard H. Broun, Director,
Office of Environmental Quality, Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development,
451 7th Street SV/., Washington, D.C. 20410,
202-755-6308.

Draft

Lexington South development, Eagan,
Dakota County, Minn.,, December 5. Pro-
posed is the Issuance of HUD home mort-
gage insurance for a portion of the Lexing-
ton South development located in Eagan,
Dakota County, Minn. The area to be devel-
oped encompasses approximately 448 of the
total 1,108-acre Lexington site. This EIS dis-
cusses the cumulative impacts of Lexington
South and a related, nearby development
known as Blackhawk Park for which a sep
erate EIS will be prepared. (HUD-ROS-EIS-
78-12-(D)) (EIS Order No. 81302).

Sundown subdivision, Harrls County,
Tex., December 4: Proposed is the issuance
of HUD home mortgage Insurance for the
Sundown subdivision in Harris County, Tex.
Vhen completed, the subdivision, which en-
compasses approximately 349 acres Is ex-
pected to consist of approximately 837
single famfly and 590 multifamily dwelling
units. Due to the relationship of the project
to a floodplain HUD has also incorporated
the “notice” required by executive order
11988, as an addendum to this EIS. (HUD-
RO6-EI1S-78-51D) (EIS Order No. 81292).

The following are community develop-
ment block grant statements prepared and
circulated directly by applicants pursuant to
section 104(H) of the 1974 Housing and
Community Development Act. Coples may
be obtained from the office of the appropri-
ate local. chief execcutive. (Coples are not
available from HUD).

SeCTION 104(H)

Final

Pico-Unfon redevelopment, Los Angeles,
Los Angeles County, Calif.,, December 8:
This proposal is primarily a rehabilitation/
conservation type project. The primary ob-
Jjective of which Is to rehabilitate and/or re-
place existing deteriorated housing for the
227-acre Pico-Union area, Los Angeles City,
Los Angeles County, Calif. Related project
objectives include the improvement of the

local street system, expansion of park and
recreatfonal facilities, and development of
new commercial and indus{rial facilities. Al-
ternatives include: (1) no project, (2) total
commercial use, (3) total industrial use, and
(4) total public open space use. Comments
made by: DOT, EPA, DOI, and State agen-
cles (EIS Order No. 81317).

Lafayette place redevelopment, Boston,
Suffolk County, Mass.,, December 5: The
proposed Lafayette place development proj-
ect represents a public and private invest-
ment program in the center of downtoxn
Boston and encompasses a major retail/
hotel complex, a new city garage, and ancil-
lary public improvements. The project area,
extending generally from Washington
Street to Chauncy and Essex Sireets and
from Avon Street to Hayward Place and
Exeter Place, encompasses approximately
six acres of predominantly vacant land, in
the city of Boston, Suffolk County, Mass.
The program’s goals are to rejuvenate the
retafl area alopg Washington Street and
foster round-the-clock activity in the core of
downtown Boston. (HUD (CDBGJ)}-RO1-
EIS-78-1F) Comments made by: EPA, DOT,
AHP, and State agencies (EIS Order NO.
81298).

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Contact: Mr. Richard E. Cunningham,
Acting Director, Division of Fuel Cycle and
Material Safety, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, Mail
Stop 396-SS, 301-427-4152.

Final

Highland uranium solution mining proj-
ect, Converse County, Wyo., December 8:
The proposed action concerns the issnance
of amendments to source material license
SUA-1139 to Exxon Minerals Co., US.A.,
which was Issued in October of 1972, autho-
rizing operation of the Highland uranium
mill located in Converse County, Wyo.
Exxon proposes to expand the Highland op-
eration by including solution mining. The
action will involve the construction and op-
cration of a uranium recovery plant and use
70 acres of well fields. (NUREG-0489) Com-
ments made by: AHP, USDA, COE, DOE,
HEW, HUD, DOT, EPA, and State agencies,
groups, and businesses. (EIS Order No.
81315). .

. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Contact: Mr. Barry Flamm, Coordinator,
Environmental Qualify Activities, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Room 359A. Wash-
ington, D.C. 20250 (202) 447-3965.

FOREST SERVICE
Draft

Timber Sale Plan, Tongass NF, Alaska,
December 8: Proposed Is a timber sale plan
concerning the Tongass National Forest be-
tween the US and the Louisiana-Pacific Cor-
poration (LPC), Ketchikan division. The
plan involves the harvesting of 960 million
(feect) board measure of timber on the north
end of Prince of Wales Island and on Re-
villa Island, which are part of the Tongass
Natlonal Forest in Alaska. The harvesting
of timber and associated activities are part
of the existing 50-year timber sale agree-
ment between the US and LPC. Five alter-
natives are considered. (USDA-FS-R10-
DES-ADM-01 (79)) (EIS order No. 81313).

Heppner Planning Unit, Umatilla NP, sev-
eral Oregon Counties, December 8: Pro-
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posed Is a land. management plan for the
Heppner planning unit in the Umatilla Na-

tional Forest in' the counties of Morrow,-

Wheeler, Grant and Umatilla, Oregon. The
arca involved encompasses 271,565 acres of
land. Five alternatives consider: 1) recrea-
tion, 2) wood fiber yield, 3) water yield, 4)
forage for domestic livestock grazing, and §5)
habitat diversity for wildlife. (USDA-FS-
R6-DES-(ADM)-76-06) (EIS order No.
81318).

Rouge-Illinois Planning U’nit Siskiyou
NF, Josephine and Curry' counties, Oreg.,
December 5: Proposed is a land plan for the
management of the 444,511 acre Rogue-Iili-
nois planning unit on the Siskiyou National

Forest. The preferred alternative recom- -

mends a balanced mix of Iand allocations
designed to sustain a high level of timber
harvest; to protect the qualities of the
Rogue and Illinois Rivers; to provide recre-
atfonal opportunities; and to protect and
manage the soil, water, fish, wildlife, timber,
visual, and other resources. This revised
statement replaces a draft EIS filed by the
USDA on 12/01/76, No. 61737. (USDA-FS-
R6-RDES-(ADM.)-77-2) (EIS order No.
81307. )
1979 Gypsy Noth Suppression and Regula-

tory Program, programmatic, several coun-’

ties, December 5: Proposed is a cooperative
USFS Gypsy Moth suppression program on
205,000 acres in New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, and Vermont, and the Aphis
cooperative regulatory programs on 30,340
acres in New Jersey, New York, Michigan,
New England States, Pennsylvania, North
and South Carolina, Ohio, Wisconsin, Wash-
ington, Virginia, and West Virginia. USFS
projects involve aerial application of chemi-
cal and biological insecticides. The Aphis
regulatory program involves the use of
chemical insecticides through aerial applica-
* tion. (EIS Order No. 81299,

Final

Angelina National Forest, Timber Man-
agement Plan, several Texas counties, De-
cember 5: The proposed action is mplemen—
tation of an eight year timber management
plan for the Angelina National Forest. The
Angelina National Forest is located in Ange-
lina, San Augustine,’ Jasper and Nacog-
doches counties in East Texas and lies on
both sides of the 144,500 acre Sam Rayburn
Reservoir, approximately 391,000 acres of
land lie inside the forest boundary, of which
thirty-nine percent or 154,991 acres is na-
tional forest land. Private land ownership
within the forest boundary is mixed and in-
cludes home sites, farm and pasture land,
and woodlands. This plan proposes even-
ages forest management on the commercial
forest for production of timber products.
(USDA-FS-R8-(DES) (ADM)-78-07) com-
ments made by: EPA, AHP, USDA, DOT,

.

DOI, State agencies, groups and individudls -

(EIS order No. 81303).

Shelton Cooperative Sustained Yield Unit,
Olympia, Mason, ‘Thurston and Grays
Harbor counties, Wash., December 5: The
proposed action is the development of the
updated ten-year timber resource manage-
ment plan for the Shelton cooperative sus-
tained yield unit (CSYU) located in the
Olympic National Forest. The Shelton
CSYU is the result of an agreement, execut-
ed by the forest. service and by Simpson
timber company in 1946, committing desig-
nated national forest and Simpson timber
company land in Grays Harbor, Mason, and
Thurston counties, State of Washington, to

-
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cooperative management for sustained pro-
duction of timber. The proposal affects
350,176 acres of which 112,874 acres are na-
tional "forest land and 237,302 acres are
Simpson. timber company land. (USDA-FS-
R-6-DES (ADM)-78-10) comments made by:
COE, HUD, USDA, DOI, EPA, -DOE, State
and .local agencies, groups, individuals and
businesses (EIS order No. 81300).

, INFORMATION REPORT

The EPA has received the following
report*which provides supplemental infor-
mation on proposals which have fulfilled
the NEPA process. Copies of the report are
available from the originating agency upon

- request.

US. ARMY, CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Contact: Dr. C. Grant Ash, Office’of Envi-
ronmental Policy, Attn: DARB-CWR-P,

Office of the Chief of Engineers, 1000 Inde- -

pendence Avenue SW, Washington, D.C.
20310, 202-693-6795.

EPA No. 81304, received December5 1978,
Coordination and Comment and Responses
on Revised Draft EIS, Gulfport Harbor
Channel Deépening, Navigation, Harrison
County, Miss. (Mobile District).

- NoTicE oF OFFICIAL Comu:cnons

The following final EIS was pubhshed in-
correctly in Novermber 14, 1978 FEDERAL
REGISTER as being a draft.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Contact: Mr. Barry Fl , Coordinator,
Enviromental Quality Activities, U.S. De-
partment of Agriculture, Room:3594, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20250, 202-447-3965.

- FOREST SERVICE

\

Final
. Vegetation management with herbicides,

- several counties, October 31: Proposed is the

use of herbicides on National Forest System
lands in the eastern region of the Forest
Service which includes the States of Illinois,
Indiana, Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, New Hampshire, New York, Ohio,
Vermont, Pennsylvania, West Virginia, and
Wisconsin. It is estimated that approximate-
1y 45,000 acres of land will be involved annu-
ally in chemical vegetation control activi-
ties. Vegetation management will aid in the
meanagement of roads and frails, grazing
areas, recreation development, special use
areas, timber management, and wildlife ac-
tivities. (EPAR Order No. 81182).

The foHowing draft ELS, published in De-
cember 4, 1978 FEDERAL Rr-:cxsm, was incor-
rectly stated as being located in Madison
County, Tenn. It is located in Madison
County, N.C.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contact: Mr. Martin Convisser, Director,
Office of Environmental Affairs, U.S. De-
partment of Transportation, 400 7th Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590, 202-426-4357.

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
Draft

U.S. 23, Tennessee State line to U.S. 19,
Madison County, N.C., November 24: Pro-
posed is the improvement of U.S. 23 from
the Tennessee State line to the intersection
of U.S. 19 in Madison County, N.C. Alterna-
tive corridors along the existing alignment
and on new locations are being considered.

.

Depending upon the alternative selected,
the project length will be between 9.2 and
10.4 miles long. The proposed project is a
portion of corridor B of the Appalachian
Development Highway System and is classi-
fied as a principal arterial in the regional
thoroughfare plan. (FHWA-NC-EIS-78-05-
D} (EPA Order No. 81253).

OFFICIAL RETRACTIONS

It has come to EPA’s attentlon that the
following EIS was not distributed to the
public at the same time the official filing
was made by the originating agency. There-
fore notice of availability is hereby with-
drawn. Upon which time the agency coms
pletes the distribution and filing proce-
dures, EPA will republish the availability in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Y

U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Contact: Dr. C. Grant Ash, Office of Envi«
ronmental Policy, Attn: DAEN-CWR-P,
Office of the Chief of Engineers, 1000 Inde«
pendence +Avenue SW., Washington, D.C.
20314, 202-693-6795.

Final

Harbors and rivers in the Territory of
Guam, Guam, November 24;: The proposed
‘improvement is a combinatloﬁ of levee and
channel improvements with pumping faciii«
ties for localized drainage near the Saylor
Street-Agana River crossing in Guam. The
plan consists of 1,750 feet of channelization
between Saylor Street and Agana Bay, 4,900
feet of levees upstream of Saylor Strect, a
360-acre flowage easement within the Agana
Swamp, and a pumping plant near the left
bank levee at Saylor Street. (Honolulu Dls-
trictd. Comments made by: USCG, DOI,
DOC, HEW, USN, AHP, EPA, local agen-
cies, and groups. (EPA Order No. 81255).

It has come to EPA's attention that the
following EIS was net distributed to the

_.public at the same time the official filing
was made by the originating agency. There-
fore notice of availability is hereby repub-
lished. The official 30-day review perlod al
located to the final EIS will hereby begin on
the date stated below.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Contact: Mr. Martin Convisser, Director,
Office of Environmental Affairs, U.S. De-
partment of Transportation, 400 7th Street
SW., Washington, D.C. 20590, 202-426-4357.

PFepERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
Final .

I-10, 91st Avenue to the junction 1-10,
Phoenix, Maricopa County, Ariz,, November
20: Proposed Is the construction of a multl-
lane, directionally divided. controlled access
highway facility for the purpose of connect.
ing 1I-10 in the Phoenix metropolitan area
of Maricopa County, Ariz. The proposed sec-
tion would be a 15-mile, six or elght-lane
freeway extending east from 91st Avenue to
the Maricopa freeway near 20th Street. The
I-10 route would follow a corridor approxl-
mately one-quarter mile south of McDowell
Road from 91st Avenue east to the vicinity
of 20th Street and then south to connecct
with Maricopa ,freeway. (FHWA-AZ-EIS-
76-1-F') (EPA Order No. 81212)

Originally filed with EPA on October 13,
1978 and published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
dated October 25, 1978,

{FR Doc. 78-35100 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am)
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

IDocket No. 21402; FCC 78-812)

"AMERICAN TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH CO.
(LONG LINES DEPARTMENT) WIDE AREA
TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICE (WATS)

Final Decision and Order !,
Adopted: November 21, 1978.
Released: December 13, 1978.

By the Commassmn’ |
I BACKGROUND

1. In our Nolice of Inquiry, 66 FCC
24 224 (1977) (Notlice), we designated
this proceedmg to c0n31der the follow-
ing two issues:

(a) Whether Outward and Inward
WATS services, . respectively, consti-
tute “like services” to Message Tele-
communications Services (MTS)
within the meaning of Section 202(a)
of the Act, 47 USC 202(a) »; and .

(b) Upon what specific standards,
criteria or showing by the advocating
carrier should the Commission rely in
future cases in determining whether
or not_two or more communications
services are “like” or “unlike” within
the meaning of Section 202(a) of the
Act.

The deadline for Comments was set
for November 4, 1877, and for Reply
Comments, November 25, 1977. These
were later extended until January 17,
1978 and February.13, 1978, respective-
ly, by Memorandum Opinion and
Order, FCC 77-842, released December
30, 1977 (Modification Order). .

2. We have before us for considera-
tion nineteen formal comments filed:
by the American Telephone and ‘Tele-
graph Company (AT&T or Bell); three
other carriers: MCI Telecommunica-
tions Corporation (MCI), Western
Union Telegraph Company (WU), and
Southern Pacific - Communications
Company (SP) (hereinafter “the other
carriers’”), and fifteen users of tele-
communications services provided by
the carrier (users). 2 In addition, 67 in-

~

1See 42 FR 57987, November 7, 1977.

1 Section 202(a) provides: “It shall be un-
lawful for any common carrier to make any
unjust or unreasonable discrimination in
charges, practices, classifications, regula-
tions, facilities, or services for or in connec-
tion with like communication service, direct-
1y or indirectly, by any means or device, or
to make or give any undue or unreasonable
preference or -advantage to any particular
person, class of persons or locality, or to
subject any particular person, class of per-
sons or locality to any undue or unreason-
able prejudice or disadvantage.”

2These Commenters include; (1) National
Data Corporation (NDC); (2) Computerized
Automobile Reporting Service, Inc., Real-
tron Corporation, and Roberts Advertising,

NOTICES

formal letters from various consumers
of telecommunications services pro-
vided by AT&T have been recelved.
Reply Comments were filed by AT&T,
MCI, WU, GTE Service Corporation
(GTE) and eight of the users.

3. In 1961, interstate Outward Wide
Area Telecommunications Service
(WATS) was introduced by Bell to pro-
vide those subscribers whose projected
communications requirements were

voluminous and geographically diverse |

with interstate telephone service at a
fixed monthly rate3 In 1967, on a
monthly fixed charge basis, AT&T inl-
tiated interstate Inward WATS for
subscribers who require service allow-
ing callers to dial the same number
from a multiplicity of interstate loca-
tions at no cost to the calling party.
Both WATS services are direct dialed,
ie., they entail no operator assistance
for such features as person-to-person,
collect, conference, credit card or
third-party billing calls. Screening and
blocking, the process which accepts
for onward handling any WATS call
conforming to the subseriber’s service
area limitation but denies access for
completion to all other calls, are ac-
complished at different points along
the network for Outward and Inward
WATS. While Qutward WATS calls
are screened and blocked in the origi-
nating toll office, Inward WATS calls
generally first traverse the network
and then are screened and blocked in
the terminating toll office serving the
subscriber. WATS is a unidirectional
service, ie, requires separate access
lines for originating Outward WATS
and receiving Inward WATS calls. Ad-
ditionally, WATS access lines cannot
be used for placing or accepting any
other type of call.

4, "'In determining the charge for
WATS service, two limitations apply
under the tariff. First, WATS sub-
scribers must choose between two

Inc. (CARS); (3) Ad Hoc Telecommunica-
tions Users Committee (Ad Hoc); (4) Com-
mittee of Corporate Teclephone Users
(CCTU); (5) National Retall 2ferchants As-
soclation (NRMA); (6) Central Committee
on Telecommunications of The American
Petrolem Institute (API); (7) Aecronautical
Radlo, Inc. and Alr Transport Assoclation of
American (ARINC/ATAA), (8) Amerlcan
Trucking Association, Inc. (ATA); (9) Amerl-
can Bankers Association (ABA); (10) Te-
lenet Communications Corporation (Te-
lenet); (11) Tele-Communications Associ-
ation (TCA); (12) Republic Distributors, Inc.
(Republic); (13) The Administrator of Gen-
eral Services on behalf of the Exccutive
Agencies of the Unlted States (GSA or Ad-
ministrator); (14) Aerospace Industries As-
sociation of America, Inc. (AYA);, and (15)
American Broadcasting Companies, Inc.,
CBS 1Inc., and National Broadcasung Com-
pany, Inc. (the Networks).

SWATS is defined as “a public service for
dial type telecommunications between a sta-
tion associated with a WATS access line and
stations In speclfied service areas” in
ATE&T's Tarl{f F.C.C. No. 259.

I
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usage options: Pull Business Day
(FBD), allowing 240 hours 2 month at
a flat rate, or Measured Time (MT),
with the flat rate covering an initial 10
hours of use per month. No itemized
billing is provided as part of the serv-
ice, however, additional charges are
billed if usage exceeds the periods cov-
ered by the monthly, fixed fee paid in
advance of receiving service. Also,
WATS subscribers are offered choices
among five geographic areas (none of
which include the subscriber’s home
state).* The contiguous United States
are subdivided under the WATS tariff
into five WATS Service Areas: Service
Area 1 is the smallest zone, comprised
of states adjacent to and surrounding
the subscriber’s state, and Service
Area 5 encompasses all 48 of these
states. Subscription to Service Areas 2
through 5 includes service within all
lower-numbered zones. In addition,
Alaska and Hawalii are assigned Serv-
ice Area 6, while Puerto Rico and the
Virgin Islands fall within Service Area
7, with specific provisions applicable to
these two zones.

5. In comparison, Message Telecom-
munications Service (MTS) is known
to subscribers—who use it typically for
residential and small business pur-
poses—as ordinary long distance serv-
fce. A detailed bill is furnished sub-
scribers with each MTS call itemized
angd charged separately on a per mes-
sage, toll basis. This service is fur-
nished through standard telephone
equipment which also allows the sub-
scriber to call non-toll points.

6. In our earliest decision regarding
the institution of Outward WATS
service, we expressed concern that the
Outward WATS service users may be
recelving an undue preference wis-a-
vis MTS users. American Telephone
and Telegraph Co., Docket No. 13914
(Re WATS), 37 FCC 688 (1964), recon.
denied, 38 FCC 475 (1965). We stated
there that “the justifications advanced
by AT&T in support of WATS rates
on the basis of the economies made
possible by direct distance dialing
[DDD] present a compelling reason to
question whether the users of the sta-
tion-to-statipn classification [of MTS
service] are sharing fairly and ade-
quately in the economies and cost sav-
ings which have been generated by
direct distance dialing.”” Suprae at 701.
We further indicated that Bell was to
conduct studies of its offering so that
we could explore this question at a
later date. In response fo Bell's filing
of substantial and significant changes
in the WATS rate structure on Janu-
-ary 15, 1974, we found that the carrier
had failed to show that the rate struc-
ture and levels were just, reasonable,

41t should be noted that intrastate WATS
service Is generally available for subscribers
whose Intrastate toll calling volumes war-
rant such subscription.
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-and free.of unlawful discrimination

within the meaning of Sections 201(b)
and 202(a) of the Act, In that decision,
Final Decision and Order, Docket No.
19989, 59 FCC 24 671 (1976), recon. 64
FCC 2d 538 (1977) (Docket No. 19989
Order), we also directed AT&T to
eithér demonstrate, that Outward
WATS is not a mere form of MTS or
provide cost and other justification for
. it as a bulk-rate offering of MTS.

7. Transmittal No. 12745 ‘was filed
April 29, 1977, by AT&T in purported
compliance with the fmdmgs and
tariff justification requirements in the
Docket No. 19989 Order. Our examina-
tion of this filing concluded that it vio-
lated, among other things, that Order
by failing to justify WATS rates either
separately or as bulk offerings of MTS
service. Instead, the carrier relied
upon a variant of the alignment
theory formerly held unlawful and un-
justified- in" the Docket No. 19989
Order.. In Memorandum Opinion and
Order, 66 FCC 2d 9 (1977) (WATS Re-
jeclion. Order), we also. held that
AT&T's tariff revision violated the
Docket No. 18128 Decision, 61 FCC 24

- 8587 (1976), recon. denied, 64 FCC.2d
971 (1977), further recon., FCC.'718-104,
released February 24, 1978, in several
respects, In the WATS - Rejeclion
Order, supra at 29-32, we enumerated
the reasons underlying our decision to
institute this Inquiry into the legal
issue of whether WATS and MTS are
“like communications, service” within
21% meaning of Section 202(a) of the

ot -

8. In our Notlice sohcltmg comments

from all parties with an interest in
this determination, we pointed out
that significant similarities existed be-
tween Outward WATS and MTS serv-
- ices. As examples, we noted that: (1)
the same technology is used to provide
both services, (2) WATS and MTS
calls "are indistinguishable once they
enter the network, (3) no difference
exists, except rates, when a “WATS
box"” ¢ is used to complete calls, and (4)
the primary basis for customer prefer-
ence for WATS appears to be the sub-
stantial sayings over MTS in the sub-
scribers’ total comimunications bills, as
demonstrated by thé ‘“pronounced”
cross-elasticity between the two serv-
ices. Regarding Inward WATS, we said
that the cost savings led to a customer
preference over MTS calling which
was greater than that noted’ when
comparing customer preferences for
Outward WATS and MTS services. At

para. 4-of our Notice, we also stated

that it should be shown:

That customers perceive the services -pri-
marily as different from other services in

S“WATS box” is used herein to_refer to
auxiliary, subscriber supplied communica-
tions equipment which is programmed to
select between WATS and MTS lines for
call completion based on availability of al-
ternate lines and relative costs.

¢
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terms of capability of being used for differ-
ent communications needs and not as re-
pla.cment services.” A mere segmentation of
the market-*’*-* through lower charges to
the c¢ustomer for one service or another
would appear to be insufficient. Also, con-
sideration must be given to whether the two
services, in fact, satisfy different communi-
cations requirements, regardless of any rate

' differentials which may exist. This showing

must be made separately for Inward and
Outward WATS vis-a-vis-other services.

~ 9. On-October 12, 1977, AT&T peti-
tioned for modification of the Notice
claiming that an. evidentiary hearing
with a full opportunity for presenting
oral testimony was needed to resolve
specific substantial and material ajudi-
cative facts. It claimed this is required
by ‘Section 205(a) of the Act because
this proceeding involves-a “prescrip-
tion” of a-service classification. In our
Modification Order, Bell’s Petition

-was denied following our finding that

a trial-type- evidentiary hearing was
not mandated in this proceeding since

we did not intend to adopt a tariff pre-
scription herein. Further, we stated
that no trial-type evidentiary hearing
with oral testimony was necessary to
resolve the factual issues because none
were alleged. to be improper subjects
for written explication.

10.. Subsequent to the -adoption of
our Notice, a proceeding was instituted
to consider, inter alia, whether the
public interest .requires that either

- MTS, WATS or both, should be pro-

vided on a sole source basis, i.e., free
from direct competition. Notice of In-
quiry and Proposed Rulemaking, in
CC Docket No. 78-72, FCC 78-144, re-
leased March 3, 1978 (MTS/WATS
Market Structure Inquiry). We differ-
entiated that inquiry from the instant
proceeding by explaining therein that
the former entails broad industry
structure questions while here we are
considering ratemaking principles.
Thus, we find no conflict in our sepa-
rate examination of thése issues. Ac-
cordingly, we chose “to consider this
Section 202(a) ‘like service’ determina-
tion issue apart from other pending

.WATS matters in-order to insure that

the issues in this proceeding are clear-
ly confronted by all the parties and do
not become obscured by other con-
cerns or developments.” Modification
Order, supra at n. 4.

1. SumMARY OF COMMENTS
- A. AT&T

11 AT&T mamtams that MTS and
WATS services are not “like communi-
cations service” within the meaning.of
Section 202(a) of the Act. Addressing
first this inquiry’s issue regarding the
Commission’s adoption of generally
applicable standards for determining
Section 202(a) “likeness” issues, Bell
lists several elements it believes should
be considered in making a like service

determination, e.g.,, technological un:
derpinning, performance and traffic
characteristics, and external market
and public interest factors. AT&T Pe-
tition at 17 and 18, With respect to
these elements, it asserts that the ma-
terial filed with the rejected ‘Tariff
Transmittal No. 12745 set out “exten-
sive physical, functional, operational,
market and economic characteristics”
which distinguish MTS and WATS
services -and make them “unlike”

-under Section 202(a).6 The other par«

ties have similarly urged our establish-
ment of essentially the same set of
factors outlined by AT&T. In summa-
rizing their Comments we will note
only those parts that differed from
AT&T’s Comments,

- 12, With respect to -the particular
MTS/WATS like services issue of this
Inquiry, AT&T complains that the
Commission, in establishing this in.
quiry (see . Notice, supra), focused
unduly on cost savings to users of
WATS while disregarding other perti-
nent factors distinguishing it from
MTS. Of far greater importance, in
the carrier’s view, is the fact that cer-
tain central office equipment and a
one-way-only access line, which are
unique to WATS service, connect each
WATS subscriber fo the interstate
telecommunications network while
MTS customers’ service flows into and
out of the network through common
central office equipment and two-di-
rection access lines. Additionally, Bell
points out that, in contrast to MTS
subscribers, WATS customers may
limit their service as to usage and geo-
graphical coverage and are required to
prepay a fixed rate while receiving nei.
ther detailed billing nor intrastate
calling capability., Moreover, Bell
charges the Commission ignored em-
pirical market data filed with the re.
jected Tariff Transmittal No, 12745
which shows WATS to be unlike MTS~
DDD because of differing traffic char-
acteristics, e.g., substantial communi.
cations traffic to diverse locations
within selected states, and because
WATS customers view the service ns
integ'ral to their operations in terms of
convience, efficiency, control and ca-
pacity for exanding business contacts.
MTS collect calling is claimed' by
AT&T as not a feasible substitute for
Inward WATS, since it involves consid.
erable operator intervention with con-
comitant higher expense and delay in
use. Bell believes that users find this
sérvice a convenient encouragement
for their customers to call, thus in.
creasing operational productivity, re-
ducing paperwork, expanding sales
coverage, and eliminating expensive
and time-consuming travel. Finally,
Bell requests a delay in this inquiry

. SIn the alternative, Bell asks the Commis.
sion to find WATS is a “separate and
unlike” subclassification of MTS,
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until the results of two studies cur-
reztly being conducted may be submit-
ted.?

13. AT&T beheves that the user's
Comments and informal letters dem-
onstrate that WATS differs from MTS
both in customer perception—hecause
they are compelled to order.both serv-
ices (apparently to -satisfy differing
communications needs)—and in actual
usage, which has fostered the emer-
gence of new and expanded uses of the
public switched network. Instead of
employing an identical technical proc-
ess as charged by the other carriers,
the local loop and ‘special: switching
configurations “dedicated” to WATS
service, in AT&T’s judgment, create
technical dissimilarities between MTS
and WATS. Concerning the switching
hierarchy, AT&T maintains that
while MTS calls must enter the net-
work through a local exchange office,
WATS calls may access at a higher
level, with only a-small proportion of
the offices capable of performing the
blocking and screening functions of
WATS service. Outward WATS access
lines, according to the carrier, may be
“four-wire, repeated” and “contain sig-
nalling equipment”- not commonly
used for MTS subscriber -lines. Even
under “Simulated WATS”, i.e, a tech-
nique which doeés not utilize “dedi-
cated” WATS access lines but rather
relies on computer software to restrict
access through Centrex equipment,?
Bell claims that access lines remain re-
stricted to outgoing WATS calls only.

7Bell indicated such studies would be filed
in August 1978; but to date, they have not
been filed. Bell’'s request for delay will be
denied. Based upon our analysis of the
record established here and our regulatory
expertise, we have a sufficient basis to re-
solve the like service issue. Also, the studies
are described as examining customer pecep-
tions and demand, which, insofar as rele-
vant to the like service determination, we
find comprehensively represented herein by
the numerous and exhaustive comments
and letters by subscribers. These studies are
likely to be of relevance, however, in the
context of our examination of Bell's next
tariff filing where market studies will be
necessary for us to determine the lawfulness

* of any revised rates and rate structures for

public switched network service. Such stud-
. ies may also be relevant to our MTS/WATS
Market Structure Inquiry; supra.
3Centrex, an automatic dial private
branch exchange (PBX) arrangement gener-
ally using common central switching equip-
ment is capable of providing.customers with
a number of specialized billing, routing, id-
dressing and control features, including
“Simnlated WATS.” Other switching serv-
ices, besides Centrex, are capable of per-
forming similar . functions. All automatic-
dial Centrex-type PBX, by the same token,
are not necessarily suited to provision of
“Simulated WATS” without extensive modi-
fication. For our purposes herein, however,
the terms “Centrex” and “non-Centrex"” are
used to denote telephone equipment which
can and cannot obtain ‘Simulated WATS",
respectively.
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Therefore, according to Bell, the queu-
ing effect is preserved since the
number of calls that may be placed on
WATS service simultaneously is limit-
ed, ie., corresponding to the quantity
of WATS access lines of the subserib-
er. Customers can, AT&T admits, ac-
Quire route selection equipment which
will overflow calls onto MTS when all
WATS lines are in use, but it believes
this does not distinguish the function-
al aspects of WATS and MTS services
and is rather an optional feature de-
veloped for supplemental use.

B. OTHER CARRIERS

14. MCI charges that WATS is
“nothing more than a bulk discounted
form of MTS service which discrimi-
nates against telephone users who
must rely on MTS to meet their tele-
communications needs.” All four.other
carriers. believe WATS and MTS are
“like communications service” within
the meaning of Section 202(a). They
assert that the principal distinction of
WATS is that AT&T intended its use
by customers who make a substantial
number of ordinary long distance
calls; therefore, this offerlng gives
preferential treatment to large volume
communications users. In connection
with Bell’s argument that unique
equipment, ie, certain central office
switching equipment and the unidirec-
tional access line, is employed to
supply WATS service, the other carri-
ers -argue that this technical differ-
ence between MTS and WATS services
is an insignificant proportion of total
cost of the network since both share
far more plant and facilities than each
utilizes distinctively.? While admitting
that separate equipment is employed
at central offices to provide WATS
service, the other carriers allege that
these offices are the same type of toll
centers which handle MTS traffic, and
that the special handling of WATS
calls was made necessary by Bell's de-
cision to price WATS at a different
rate than MTS. No relevant functional
.or conceptual change in interstate
telecommunications service is created
by this equipment, In the other carri-
ers’ opinion. Therefore, they contend
MTS is a replacement service to each
communications function of WATS
service. '

15. The other carriers claim that the
most discriminatory aspect of WATS
service is “Simulated WATS.” * Coun-

SMCI estimates that only 29 of AT&ET's
total cost of providing monthly FBD WATS
service is attributable to the “dedicated”
access line.

¢Simulation” of Inward WATS, in con-
junction with the use of automatic, route se-
lection PBX equipment, would present cer-
tain operational and tariff problems not
common to Outward WATS. For one, all

“Inward WATS callers would have to contin-
ue to use the “800" prefix code, as since
they directly dial the regular Jong distance
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tering AT&T’s allegation that WATS
blocking, screening and access facili-
ties make this service unique, the
other carriers assert that the installa-
tion by clistomers of least-cost route
selection PBX equipment can erase
any alleged difference thus created by
this WATS equipment. Since this type
of PBX equipment can be pro-
grammed to place a call as MTS when
WATS lines are busy—without making
the user aware of the service used—
the rate charged (which is not a com-
munications function) becomes the
only distinction between the services.
MCI maintains that “Simulated
WATS” is a “mere billing fiction” re-
ducing any distinction between the
services to an accounting procedure
and disregarding other alleged differ-
ences to provide MTS service at WATS
rates without  tariff sanction. This is
said to be accomplished by a computer
program which bills at MTS rates any
interstate call which causes the total
number of such calls placed simulta-
neously to exceed the specific number
of WATS lines the subscriber has or-
dered. Under “Simulated WATS,” a
further discrimination operates
against the customer with non-Cen-
trex WATS service by avoiding busy
calls and manual queuing prevalent
with that equipment, according to the
other carriers. If functional differ-
ences. designed to meet billing con-
cerns, 1.e, Bell’s alteration of its DDD
equipment to provide WATS Meas-
ured Time and Full Business Day bill-
ing information, are allowed to distin-
guish one service from anofher, the
other carriers conclude that Section
202(2) will have no effect because
AT&T could easily avoid its applica-
tion through such manipulations de-
signed to circumvent having communi-
cations services declared * .

16. 1t is also charged by the other
carriers that the substantial cross-elas-
ticities existing between MTS and
WATS support the conclusion that
lower charges for WATS (as compared
to those of MTS) are largely responsi-
ble for customer demand for WATS
service. They further allege that the
level of “queuing’” observed in WATS
service is a function of the number of
lines and the type of equipment cus-
tomers are willing to acquire: Concern-
ing Inward WATS, it is alleged that
this offering is only a means of placing
a collect MTS call without operator as-
sistance, now possible through the

telephone number, call charges will auto-
matically be billed to the calling rather
than called party. To the extent that in-
bound “800" calls which exceed the alloted
number of Inward WATS lines would be
billed as regular MTS calls (assuming this
were practicable), this could not be on sta-
tion-to-station MTS basis. Rather, each
would have to be billed at operator-assisted,
collect calling MTS rates, a fiction which
might be viewed at. a tariff violation.
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“Remote Call Forwarding” -feature of
MTS service. See Tariff F.C.C. No. 263,
10th Revised p. 15 (MTS tariff). How-
ever, ther requisite intervention of an
operator in placing MTS collect calls is
not a difference in communications
function, according to the other carri-
ers, and AT&T has not shown the im-
practicality of providing an automatic
MTS collect call feature. Finally, they
point out that detailed billing informa-
tion for WATS calls is available,
%h(ﬂ.lgh not routinely prov1ded from
e

C. USERS

17. The bulk of the users’ comments
and letters deal with the WATS pric-
ing procedures. Most view this element
as a budget tool which facilitates their
planning by reducing wide fluctu-
ations in monthly charges to a fixed
expense and providing -a ceiling on

communications expense, By requiring

all interstate calls to be 'placed on
WATS. lines, some subscribers claim
they avoid instituting less acceptable
management procedures, e.g., requir-
ing prior approval or prohibiting alto-
gether certain employees from making
such calls. The alternative, according
to subscribers, is controlling communi-
cations cost by trunk starvation, i.e,
forcing ‘“queuing” on local loop lines,
which allegedly impairs local tele-
phone service. Another budgeting
problem is averted by Inward WATS,
they say, since the number and loca-
tion of specific telephone exchanges
must be selected—and at a higher ex-
pense for operator involvement—

under either Foreign Exchange (FX) .

or Inter-Exchange Receiving Service
(IEX)." They claim a distinction cre-

ated by the absence of operator in--
volvement is the lack of alternative -

billing arrangements, i.e., - person-to-
person, conference, collect, third party
and credit card calls, for users of
WATS services. Several of the sub-
scribers say they use WATS service for
communications of data for processing
on an on-line remote access basis, and
they maintain that collect MTS call-
ing is a virtual impossibility for direct

computer-to-computer communication

because it entails involvement of-oper-
ators, yet many terminals are incapa-
ble of voice mode operation. Further,
they allege that the assignment of per-
sonnel at both computer locations for
. such brief periods, often at late hours,
e ————n ~ . §
UWhile Inward WATS service assigns a
subscriber the same “800” number for use

by callers in placing calls to the stbscriber -

without operator assistance from every Ioca-
tion ordered, the users allege that the sub-
scriber to FX and IEX services receives a
different number in each exchange and
sometimes must be. assisted by an operator
who transfers the-call to the subscriber's ex-
change, AT&T Tariff F.C.C. No. 260, Type
2006, para. 3.2.2(B). See,- eg., AT&T (FX
Service and CCSA), 56 FCC 2d 14 (1975).
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would be wasteful.- This ‘type of net-
work -use'is stated by subscribers as
beneflclal in spreading congestion out

’of-peakvhours and should be encour-

aged.

18. Many subscnbers emphasize the
presumed costs savings to Bell gener-
ated through more- efficient use of the

“network engendered by WATS usage,

such as routing WATS traffic away
from congested  local exchanges.
“Queuing”-is alleged by subscribers to
create efficient network utilization by
evenly distributing traffic throughout
the business day, resulting in a more
productive use of carrier facilities. The
GSA Comments provide a comprehen-
sive analysis of “queuing”. Users -of
vast levels of telecommunications serv-
ice claim they have found economical-
ly beneficial the interconnection of
several separate service components
into - facilities known as 2 “customer
dedicated communications network,
(CDCN)” controlled- by customer-pro-
vided computers. Two subscribers em-
ploying CDCMs estimated their MTS
channel requirements would increase
‘by one and a-third .to one and a half
times without -these systems. They say
vendors typically pass along to pur-
chasers cost savings generated by bulk
purchases through bulk rates or quan-
tity discounts since such purchasers
are expected to manage purchases,

delay demand, and pay in advance.

Customers, it is argued, are antipa-
thetic toward the use of collect MTS
calling and accordingly refuse to use
the service with the same frequency as
Inward WATS. The WATS caller is in
full ‘control of the call and gets it com-
pleted more promptly than an MTS
collect call handled by an operator,
claim the subscribers. Advertisements
inviting Inward WATS calls from-the
general public were cited by the sub-
scribers as having allowed them to
create programs so dependent on that
service that- they would have to be

. abandoned if the service- were elimi-

nated. One private study challenges
the  alleged cross-elasticity which
exists between Outward WATS and
MTS services, claiming it more likely
that most WATS users would substi-
tute private line (PL) service if their
WATS services were eliminated rather
than'. transferring it to MTS. The
-mails, telegrams and mailgrams are all
cited as preferable options available to
WATS users if MTS - -were the only
voice communication service available.
With regard to Inward WATS. the
subscriberstaver that the caller is not
furnished an alternative MTS number
if a WATS call cannot be completed
and cannot request directory assist-

ance where the destination city is un--

known; thus, there is little, if- any,
crossover from Inward WATS to MTS.

Y

III. DISCUSSION
A. INTRODUCTION

' fan
- 19. Before reaching our decision, it is
necessary to address an arguinent
which seems to directly underlie
AT&T’s and'the WATS subscribers’
Comments., “This argument is' that
somehow our decision in this Dockef,
will automatically lead to the elimina.
tion of Outward and Inward WATS
services.!? In order to avoid any confu.
sion at this point and to lessen the
possibility of misinterpretations of our
actions by AT&T and other carriers,
we will briefly explain the scope and
effect of a decision on whether MTS
and WATS services are “like’” commu-
nications services within the meaning
of Section 202(a) of the Act, the sole
ii;sue we shall address is this proceed-

g

20. If MTS and WATS services are
found to be “like communications
service” herein, then justification for
any rate discrimination or preference
between them must be clearly shown
to be justified in accordance with ap-
plicable Commission rules and orders,
and if not, the discrimination or pref-
erence must be eliminated. For AT&T
to seek a withdrawal of the WATS
tariff offerings is only one means of
eliminating any unjustified discrimina.
tion. Bell could seek to justify any dis-
criminations or establish a consistent
rate structure for both MTS and
WATS services.’* The crux of the
matter is that the course chosen at
that point would be wholly within the
discretion of AT&T. In any event the
carrier must still demonstrate, subject
to .the applicable directions given in
our companion WATS Rejection Re«
consideration Order, supra, and other
applicable orders, the justness and
reasonableness of the rate levels and
rate structures for WATS services
under Section 201(b) of the Act.

21. These prefatory remarks are in«
tended to delineate clearly between

12This same view is Indirectly urged by
the non-Bell carriers through their plea for
an order in this Docket mandating resale
and sharing of WATS services. Apparently,
they believe AT&T wlill discontinue WATS
service under such circumstances, just as it
terminated TELPAK service wherd we or-
dered resale and sharing 6f private line serv-
ices. Resale and Sharing Report and Order,
Docket No. 20097, 60 FCC 2d 261, 302 (1976),
review pending, sub., nom. AT&T v. FCC,
Case No. 77-4057 (2nd Cir.). We note that

the MTS/WATS Markel Structure Inquiry,.

supra, is considering whether and to what
extent there may be competition in the of-
fering of public switched network messago
services such as MTS and WATS. No doubt
the question of resale and sharing of such
services will be the subjects of extensive
comment there. Accordingly, we make no
ruling on this issue in this Docket.

13 See paras. 30-33, WATS Rejection Recon-
sideration Order, FCC 78-806, adopted No-
vember 21, 1978.



the possible requirements on the carri-
er flowing from the action taken
herein and the potential responses by
AT&T to these requirements. In sum-
mary, this Order must be understood
as neither forcing nor encouraging
AT&T to either eliminate, continue or
alter its WATS offering. Irrespective
of the outcome of our determination
here, the carrier will have to comply
with the Act by establishing the law-
fulness of the MTS and WATS rates.

B. DECISION

22. Based on a careful study of the
relevant allegations and arguments
raised in this proceeding and upon a

“close examination of the services’ ca-
pabilities; utilizing our own expertise,
it is our conclusion that MTS and the
WATS services are “like” services
within the meaning of Section 202(a)
of the Act. ¥ This decision is based pri-
marily on our determination that the
services in question are “functionally

equivalent.” In this'regard, the central.

finding in resolving a-“likeness” ques-
tion as several Courts have interpreted
the Communications Act is whether
the services -under examination differ
in “any material functional respect.”
See, e.g., American Trucking Associ-
ation, Inc. v. FCC, 377 F.2d 121, 127
(D.C. Cir. 1966), cert. denied, 386 U.S.
943 (1967). See also AT&T (Hi-Lo), 55
FCC 24 224 (1975), recon.,58 FCC 2d
362 (1976) (Hi-Lo' Orders), aff’d sub
nom. Commodity News Service, Inc. V.
FCC, 561 F.2d 1021 (D.C. Cir. 197D.
Some . cases have presented closer
questions which f{riggered extensive
analyses by the Commission where
two services have been historically
separated into service categories or
where they utilize different types of
transmission .technology in order to
determine if they are “functionally
equivalent.” AT&T, DDS, 62 FCC 2d
774 (19717), recon. denied, 64 FCC 2d
994 (1977) (DDS Orders); review pend-
ang, sub, nom. AT&T v. FCC, Case No.
77-1742 (D.C. Cir.); and AT&T, DDS,
67 FCC 24 1195 (1978) (DDS Rejection
Order). In other cases, as with the
services considered in this Inquiry, the
allegedy different services under ex-
amination for “likeness” under Sec-
tion 202(a) are obviously subclassifica-
tions of the same general service,

“We must stress that our decision here is
based upon only the relevant allegations of
the Commenters. Unfortunately, most of
the Commenters, particularly AT&T, are
confused as to the scope of the evidence
necessary to resolve a like services question.
Most of the comments described infra are of
relevance primarily to an examination of
the lawfulness of particular rate levels and
structures in the context of a tariff filing,
and its subsequent investingation, but not to
a consideration of the-like service issue. As
set forth below, we intend to study these
presentations fully, but in the proper rate-
making context.
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though they too have traditionally
been offered by the carrier as “unlike”
services despite their similar function-
al characteristics. The {inding of “like-
ness” under Section 202(a) in the
latter instances, and in the instant
proceeding, may be readily justified.
Cf. Imterconnection Facilities Pro-
vided for International Record Carri-
ers, 63 FCC 2d 1761 (1977), recon.
denied, 66 FCC 2d 517 (1977) (Docket
No. 20452 Orders), aff'd sub nom.
Western Union International, Inc. v.
FCC, 568 F.2d 1012 (2nd Cir. 1977,
cert. denied, 46 U.S.I.W. 3751 (June 5,
1978); and AT&T, Series 7000, 671 FCC
2d 1134 (1978) (Series 7000 Rejeclion
Order).»*

23. When this record is stripped of
the irrelevant factors and comments
with which the functional equivalency
test has been confused by the parties
to this proceeding, see note 14, supra,
it becomes clear that no difference
exists between the services in terms of
communications functions performed
for the subscriber. Since the parties do
not dispute that essentially identical
treatment is accorded calls of these
service; Ifrom end-to-end within the
switched network, our consideration
logically shifts to the network entry
and exit techniques accomplished
under AT&T's tarif{s through the uti-
lization of certain communications
equipment. Here we {ind certain irrele-
vancies which tend to overshadow in
the pleadings the proper test for func-
tional equivalency.

24. Initially, it Is important to under-
stand a fundamental concept of the
telecommunications industry concern-
ing how carriers, particularly AT&T,
may behave in pricing their communi-
cation services. Market segmentation
is the procedure for distinguishing be-
tween certain customers or classes of
customers for pricing purposes. It can
occur when one or more parties to
market transactions are capable of ex-
ercising market power or control over
those transactions. The simplest case

13In AT&T, TELPAK, Docket No. 14251,
38 FCC 370 (1964) (TELPAK), we held var-
Jous private line services and the TELPAK
channels to be “like” communication serv-
ices. In the subfect Inquiry, we {ind a sig-
nificant simflarity in the likeness determi-
nation made in TELPAK—between
TELPAK (a bulk-discounted volce grade,
private line service) and Serfes 2000/3000
services (ordinary volce grade, private line
services offered on a clircuit-by-circuit
basis—) and the likeness issue here in the
context of the WATS and MTS offerings. In
both, underlying communications services
were functionally Identical but different
rates were charged. Further, our conclusfon
herein that MTS and WATS are “like com-
munications service” is consistent with prior
like service analyses in the DDS Orders, the
Hi-Lo Orders, the Docket No. 20452 Orders,
the Series 7000 Rejection Order, as well as
The Western Union Telegraph Company,
Telex/TWX, FCC 18-313, rcleased May 25,

. 1978,
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where such power or control is exer-
cised is that of either a monopolist (a
single supplier, such as AT&T) or a
monopsonist ¢(a single buyer). Market
segmentation usually’ takes the form
of price discriminations.!®* In order for
price discriminations to be effective,
there must be some basis developed
for classifying and hence separating
customers or products. In telecom-
munications, customer classification is
usually based on usage or volume. The
resulting bulk discounts may reflect
differing price elasticities of demand
between large users who may have al-
ternative sources of supply (and hence
more elastic demand) and small users
who may have relatively fewer sources
of supply (and presumably lower elas-
ticities demand). These discounts may
also reflect differing amounis of
market power between customers.
‘Thus, a large customer may be abile to
command a lower price than a small
one. Any discount may also reflect a
carrier’s response to new or potfential
entry into a particular market.

25. Market segmentation in telecom-
munications can also manifest itself
through  product differentiation,
whereby a supplier creates the exist-
ence of a difference, real or imagined,
in the mind of a customer for a partic-
ular product of a particular seler.
This form of market segmentation is
also quite prevalent in the telecom-
munications industry. It frequently
takes the form of added (or deleted)
service features in the tariff itself,
variations in tariff rate design, or
physical control of a particular cus-
tomer’s access to a service or to an
aspect of the communications net-
work. The most important thing to re-
member about this form of market
segmentation is that while the under-
lying communications function pro-
vided to the various segmented cus-
tomers is the same, certain tariff and
physical control techniques may gen-
erate either cost savings or extra costs
which relate only to the provision of a
particular service. The discussion that
follows will address these basic tele-
communications carrier practices in
more detail.

26. Thus, we shall examine how
AT&T has apparently émployed its
public switched network tariffs and
certain telecommunications equipment
to cause the market segmentation de-
scribed above. This has been accom-
plished through three methods: (1) es-
tablishment of apparently different
service features for WATS and MTS

#See, e.g., Robinson, Joan. The Economics
of Imperfect Competition, Book V. London:
MacMillan & Co., Ltd., 1934. The term
“price discriminations™ is used here in the
general economic sense of selling identical
products or services having similar costs to
different customers at different prices,
rather than the legal term used in connec-
tion with Section 202(a) of the Act.
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services In its tariffs. (2) adoption.of
separate rate levels and structures for
the two services in its tariffs, and (3)
employment of certain equipment and
facilities to perform a gatekeeping
function (control of entry'and.exit to
the switched network) for MTS and
WATS services. In order to resolve the

functional equivalency issue, we have.

carefully examined operational char-
acteristics of both services, as set out
in this Inquiry’s record, paras. 3-5 and
11-18, supra, relating thé factual alle-
gations of the parties.. We have also

utilized our familiarity with, and -

knowledge of, the technical makeup
and operational characteristics of the
public switched network in general
and the services in question, as reflect-
ed in AT&T’'s Tariff F.C.C. No. 263,
Long Distance Message Telecommuni-
cations Service (MTS Tariff) and
AT&T’s Tariff F.C.C. No. 259, Wide
Area Telecommunications Service
(WATS Tariff).??

C. ANALYSIS OF THE ARGUMENTS .

27. At the outset, it is evident that
the communications capability of both
services is the same once the call has
been established, whether it is trans-
mitted via MTS or WATS. While it is
true that set-up methods, internal con-
trol techniques, and pricing structures
may differ, none of these factors mili-
tate against the fact that one service is
essentially identical to the other in
terms of communications function per-
formed for the subscriber. Consider
first the general topic of traffic char-
acteristics as alleged evidence of dis-
similarity between WATS and MTS
services. We observe initially from sub-
scriber comments that how customers
use WATS service is directly related to
how the tariff rates are stratified-ac-

Our examination of these public
switched network tariffs’ was not undertak-
en without some difficulty. We have even
more sympathy for the subscriber, with no
background .in the intricacies of tariff
design, who must face the formidable task
of interpreting exactly who gets what under
AT&T's MTS and WATS tariffs. We gener-
ally believe AT&T’s public switched net-
work tariffs, as well as tariffs of other carri-

ers, tend to be overly complex and not en-*

tirely clear. In our opinion the public inter-
est would be served by a thorough review of
such tariffs to make them more readable
and understandable to the average subscrib-
er, and to make evident any preferences in
rates or servjce features given to any sub-
seriber or class of subscribers. Accordingly,
we direct our Common Carrier Bureau staff
to initiate appropriate contacts with the
various carriers, including AT&T, to sim-
plify and improve the clarity of tariffs pres-
ently on file with the Commission. We also
expect any new tariff filing.to be designed
with this in mind. To insure that they are,
we direct the staff to strictly enforce Sec-
tions 61.55(f)-(h) of our Rules, 47 CFR
§§ 61.55(£)-Ch), which reguires basxcally that
language in tariffs be explicit’ a.nd under-
standable, .

NOTICES -

cording to geographic zones and time
periods and scaled in price structure.
While evidence of traffic patterns and
usage levels may be relevant to, the
carrier’'s rate setting responsibility, ¢
they are irrelevant in the instant pro-
ceeding since these effects can be cre-
ated or altered by the design of the
rate structure and levels, rather than
representing some allegedly unique
functional element of the service.

28, A specific irrelevancy, already
noted, is the issue of whether the car-
rier’'s employment of certain switching
equipment in providing WATS service
differentiates MTS from WATS by
creating particular traffic characteris-
tics through controlling entry to and
eXit from the public switched network
for WATS users. Rather, we find that
such traffic patterns are the out-
growth of two tariff factors: AT&T's
pricing practices and the subscriber’s
selection of a certain quantlty of serv-
ice based on the carrier’s pricing tech-
‘nique. First, the carrier determines
which gebographic areas andperiods of
usage should be covered by gradations
in price—presumably based on costs
incurred in providing the services
which, although alleged by Bell to
exist, remain as yet unidentified and
unquantified—and then the customer
chooses the desired number and mix
of - lines based on projected communi-
cations needs to minimize overall com-
munications expense. -‘The result of
these decisions in “queuing,” a self-im-
posed rationing of the customer’s use
of WATS service that could be either
relieved by the carrier’s choosing to
alter geographic and time restrictions
or eliminated through the subscriber’s
ordering more (or different types of)
WATS lines in addition to the fallback
‘use of MTS or other services. Put in
its proper light, the argument that
specialized blocking and screening
equipment makes WATS service
unique is seen -as-irrelevant to the
question of likeness since-“queuing” is
not caused by the equipment but
rather by the customer’s decision to
‘ration usage of the service. A similar
discipline can be imposed, for exampile,
for MTS by limiting the number of
such trunks for connection with a cus-
tomer’'s PBX.”® Further, this equip-
ment has absolutely no effect on the
communications function being per-
formed for the subscriber, except in
the sense that the carrier and the cus-
tomer plan and implement this effect

- BAT&T will have an opportunity to pre-
sent such evidence in its next tariff filing re-

. quired by the WATS Rejection Reconsider-

ation Order, supra. -

¥The issue of “gueuing”, and its use as a
possible justification for a specific public
switched network rate structure and level
will be the subjects of extensive analysis in
connection with AT&T’s next tariff filing.
See WATS Rejection Reconsuieratwn Order,
supra at paras. 24-26.

i

use of

in order to control the rate charged
for usage.

29. No party alleges that any change
occurs in an interstate telephone call
by virtue of its entry or exit through
the standard switching machine pro-

*viding MTS service or a screening and

blocking switching machine perform-
ing its unique function for WATS serv-
ices. While the rates charged for the
two calls are different, nothing affect«
ing the function performed in placing
and receiving the call is changed.
Thus, although cost savings generated
by using unique equipment and
spreading usage-over time would be
relevant in setting rates, if they could

‘be demonstrated, such arguments lack

relevancy to the ‘“likeness” question.
See A. Lindberg & Sons, Inc. v. U.S.,
408 F. Supp. 1032 (W.D. Mich. 1976).
Therefore, the proper forum far exam-
ining alleged cost differences is a tariff
rate proceeding.

30. Turning to another irrelevancy
clouding the Comments relating to the
“likeness” issue, the unidirectional
aspect of the WATS access line must
be seen as an extension of the screen-
ing and blocking operaton discussed
above. Applying with equal force in
the case of this access line is our ratio-
nale for finding no dissimilarity in
communicatins function based on'the
“unique” WATS switching
equipment. In holding DDS and Tariff
260 private line analog data services to
be “like” services within the meaning
of Section 202(a) of the Act, DDS
Orders, supra at 796, we took note that
“DDS requires the use of different
access equipment from analog sys-
tems.” To be functionally equivalént,
two services need not be Identical in
both offermg each and every feature,
or as stated in the analogy of South-
ern Pacific’s Comments, a one-way air-
line flight provides the same transpor-

‘tation from one point to another as

round trip service even though a pay-
senger using the one-way ticket must
arrange return transportution sepa-
rately.

31. Notwithstanding the differences
in the parties’ definitions of “Simulat-
ed WATS"”, paras. 13 and 15, supra,
even the apparent, alleged dissimilari-
ties between access lines and switching

-equipment providing MTS and WATS

services are obviously being blurred
through develfping technology.
AT&T does not deny the other carri-

ers’ charge that in applylng these

technical innovations, the subscriber is
totally unaware of which service is
providing the communications func-
tion for any given call. AT&T replics

that this programming feature is

within the subscriber’s control and is
thus not an inherent WATS function-
al element.-Operationally, certain of
the technical functions assoclated
with screening and blocking are per-
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formed by a computer program which
distributed calls, for billing purposes,
in a manner consistent with subscribed
service areas and the traffic handling
capabilities of the equipment em-
ployed by the customer.?
© We believe this underscores our con-
clusion that WATS service is MTS of-
fered at a substantial discount to high
volume subscribers under certain re-
strictions, and under significant con-
trol of the subscriber. Whether Bell's
reliance upon such allegedly unique
equipment to provide WATS service
results in a reduction in its total cost
due to any economies realized from
such usage patterns—or an increase in
costs because of its resultant conges-
tion and waste, as some parties
allege—is a matter for a ratemaking
proceeding. We do not view this equip-
ments’ utilization as evidence that
- they are “unlike” under the Section
202(a) meaning.

32. Much stress has been given by
the subscribers to the savings thought
to be realized by Bell in administering
WATS service, e.g., no detailed bills to
prepare, advance payments from sub-
scribers, and more accurate predictabi-
lity of usage. Here again, while per-
haps relevant in setting a lawful rate
for the service, these characteristics
do not show WATS to differ from
MTS in a functionil manner, since
billing procedures and demand fore-
casting can play no possible part in
distinguishing one phone call from an-
other. AT&T will be provided an op-
portunity in its next tariff revision to
itemize and quantify all such cost sav-
ings in justification of the rate struc-
ture and level sought. WAZT'S Rejeciion
Recorisideration Order, supra. Cost
differences are relevant only in justi-
fying rate differentials between serv-
ices already found to be “like.”
TELPAK, 38 FCC 370 (1964); and Pri-
vate Line Cases, 34 FCC 217 (1963):

33. Having provided our own analysis
of service capabilities and having dealt
with the irrelevant arguments, we now
examine those concerning customer
perception, which we believe to be a
major test of functional equivalency.!
In our WATS Rejection Order, 66 FCC
2d 9, 31, (1977), we stated:

[11f Bell should choose to justify Inward
WATS and Outward WATS, respectively, as
‘unlike’ services from MTS, we expect a
showing to be made, among other things,

-2In RCA Alaska Communications, Inc.,
FCC 178-634, para. 15, released September
25, 1978, we-authorized the carrier to pro-
vide for a twelve-month period .a WATS
service to subscribers using the public
switched network with only special WATS
metering and billing arrangements distin-
guising MTS from WATS services.

21'We shall also consider, where appropri-
ate, these kinds of arguments in connection
with AT&T’s next tariff filing, See WATS
Rejection Reconsideration Order, supra at
para. 33.

NOTICES

that customers percefve the services primar-
ily as different from other servicesdn lerms
of capabilily of being used for d{/ferent com-
maunicalions needs and not as replacement
services. A mere segmentation of the marke!,
* » o through lower charges lo the cusltomer
Jor one service or another would appear to
be inswfficient. Also consideration must be
given to whether the two services, In fact,
satisfy different communications require-
ments, regardless of any rate differentials
which may exist. (Emphasis supplied).

We find from the record before us
that no showing has been made to es-
tablish that customers perceive the
two offerings as providing separate
services capable.of fulfilling differing
communications requirements, rather
than as merely replacements of each
other. The record indicates that the
users’ view of Inward WATS service
chiefly concerns creating new business
opportunities inexpensively by encour-
aging consumers to use its convenience
and prepald features to place orders
that otherwise would not be obtained.
With respect to Outward WATS, the
-record shows that the service saves the
subscriber money by lowering overall
communications, administrative and
sales expenses. There i{s no denying
the pervasive perception held by cus-
tomers, as evidenced by the filings
herein 2 that WATS services are much
less expensive than MTS service and
lead to substantial cost savings in total
communications expense to the sub-
scriber. But these perceptions fall far
short of demonstrating that different
communications requirements are sat-
isfied by the two services. Indeed, it
tends to prove that WATS may readily

. replace MTS when sufficient volume

of usage is anticipated to make the
former less expensive than the latter.

34. To illustrate why there would be
no perceptible difference between
MTS and Outward WATS services,
other than the lower cost to the sub-
scriber of WATS service, let us take

* the case of a single-line MTS tele-

phone subscriber in New York City
placing interstate calls throughout the
country. In placing a call to Los Ange-
les, the user would normally dlal an
-area code plus seven digits. At some
point in time, assume that long dis-
tance MTS usage reaches such an ex-
pense level which justiffes subscrip-
tion to nationwide Outward WATS
and that the subscriber orders this
service. To place the same call under
WATS, the subscriber would normally
dial a one digit prefix (to reach the
WATS access line), = plus the same

2 Also on public file with the Commission
are some 200 subscriber letters concerning
Bell's rejected WATS Transmittal No.
12745. Almost universally, these subscriber
letters support WATS services because they
lower the subscriber’s overall communica-
tions bill for public switched network use,
and not because such services are actually
“functionally" different than MTS service.

=The one digit prefix may not even be
necessary i the servicing PBX Is equipped
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area code and seven digits. Since a
user of WATS would. undoubtedly
wish .to continue receiving inbound
MTS calls-as well, local business tele-
phone service would be retained for
this purpose as well as for local and in-
trastate toll calling. Bowever, there
would be no additional charges listed
for interstate toll calls made through
the WATS Line on the bill receivéd
from the local serving telephone com-
pany.

35. The unrefuted assertion of some
parties that detailed billing informa-
tion about Outward WATS calls may
be obtained from Bell convince us that
Outward WATS switching equipment
performs accounting functions, which
further erases any apparent dissimi-
larity between MTS and Outward
WATS switching equipment.** Thus,
we conclude that any differences
which exist between Outward WATS
and MTS insofar as interstate station-
to-station switched network calling is
concerned are those operational dis-
tinctions necessitated directly or indi-
rectly by the different rate structures.
With regard to MTS capabilities, e.g.,
person-to-person calling, which are not
available on Qutward WATS, the sub-
scriber, as already noted, will continue
to have such service capability pro-
vided throu regular business (or -
residential) line service at MTS rates.

36. Inward WATS service permits a
subscriber to select one of the serving
areas from which calls may be re-
celved without charge to the callers. A
three digit prefix code, “800”, univer-
sally identifies dll Inward WATS calls
for processing through the screening
and blocking facilities, which are pro-
grammed to deny access from nonsub-
scribed to areas. An Inward WATS
meter at the destination telephone
central office registers total time and
number of calls per Inward WATS
subscriber.”® Metering of Inward

to automatlically select the most efficient
means of routing the call, e.g., WATS, MTS,
FX or private line service.

Undercutting Bell's position that the
lack of WATS message billing detail distin-
gulshes the service from MTS, we are aware
that AT&T routinely captures billing data
and that many Outward WATS subseribers
regularly request it at additional expense:
therefore, we conclude that this feature
may be disappearing as an alleged distine-
tion between the services, and, more impor-
tantly, that customers perceive Outward
WATS as merely MTS with discounted rates
that economically justify the added cost of
purchasing detailed message data.

#»As In the case of Outward WATS,
Inward WATS calls must average at least
one minute’s dutation, thus necessitating a
metéring of the number of calls as well as
total time. Should the number of calls re-
corded through this pracess exceed the
number of minutes used during 2 certain
period, additional time is added to the sub-
seriber’s usage, since the one-minute aver-
age duration of call requirement has not
been met.

I 4
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WATS calls at the receiving office ac-
complishes a function performed by
automatic mesage accounting (AMA)
facilities at the originating office for
Outward WATS and MTS calls, e,
registering data needed to render a
final bill to subscribers. Since it would
be Impractical to gather Inward
WATS call information through origi-
nating office AMA equipment due to
their number and geographical disper-
sion, additional metering equipment is
necessary at the receiving office to-
capture such data for Inward WATS
service. This metering function under-
mines AT&T’s claim that Inward
WATS service utilizes different facili-
ties than MTS service. But more im-

portantly, Inward WATS in the ulti- -

, mate sense appears -only to be MTS
with-a feature that permits calls from’
selected areas to be automatically

. charges to the called number. Th_is pri-
marily differs from MTS only in that
operator intervention is not requlred
to reverse charges.

37. Also, within MTS service, Bell
offers “remote call forwarding”, which
in many respects appears to be the
functional equivalent of Inward
WATS. By using this feature, a sub-
scriber wishing to accept all interstate.-
toll calls on an automatic, i.e.,, non-op-
erator assisted, collect MTS basis, will
be assigned a local exchange number
in city A through which such calls are
actually’ routed to the subscriber's

“local number in city B. To use the
“remote forwarding” feature, the sub-
scriber pays the regular MTS toll
charge between city A'and City Bon a
call-by-call basis..In this manner, par-
ties located in City A who call the sub-
scriber do not have to pay the City A
to City B toll charge, and thus the call
would appear simply as a local call to
the calling party. This service, it
should be noted, is limited to those
areas where central offices and associ-
ated switching  machinery are

" equipped to make the service offering

practicable.

38. Thus, similar to Outward WATS,
Inward WATS service is economically
prefefable to those users whose MTS
rate charges exceed the Inward WATS
rate threshold, i.e., subscribers paymg
more than approximately $250 per
month for MTS collect calls. AT&T’s
Tariff F.C.C. No. 259, 2nd Revised pp..
14.1 & 14.2. Insofar as practical Emita-
tions on Inward WATS service avall-
ability is concerned, we are cognizant
of the fact that special numbering -
and/or routing arrangements must be
made for WATS within the nation

-dial switched network, in order hat
(1) the originating telephone office’
recognizes that a given call is not to be
paid for by the caller, and (2) the ter-
minating telephone office recognizes
that the incoming call is to be paid for
by the called party. In addition, based

. NOTICES |

on the. current MTS rate structure,
the time and distance of a given call
must be measured, as compared to-the
metering, screening and blocking func-
tions provided in connection with

" WATS. However, we view these differ-

ences essentially as a function of Bell’s
pricing scheme rather than as func-
tional communications differences
which would tend to define different

services. . .
IV. CONCLUSION

39, For the reasons stated above, we
conclide, from a full consideration of
the record developed here and our in-
dependent: exercise of agency exper-
tise through examination of the public
switched network ih general and the
relevant tariffs, that Long Distance
Message Telecommunications Service,
offered under AT&T’s Tariff FCC No.
263, and Inward and Outward Wide
Area Telecommunications Services, of-
fered under AT&T’s Tariff FCC No.
259, are “like communications service”
“within the meaning of Section 202(a)
of the Communications Act of 1934, 47
U.S:C. §202(a). In light of the discrim-
ination in charges currently applicable
under these two tariffs, AT&T will be
-ordered to revise the tariffs in a
manner which will result in either
eliminating the discrimination or justi-
fying the lawfulness of the discrimina-
tion' by demonstrating through the
procedure outlined below the justness
and reasonableness of the discrimina-
tion.

40. In paras. 32 & 33 of our compan-
ion item on WATS Rejection Reconsid-
eration Order, supra, we detail the jus-
tification AT&T must provide if it
chooses to continue charging different
rates for the like MTS and WATS
services, and we state some of our
major regulatory objectives regarding
public ‘switched mnetwork rate struc-
tures and levels. Basically, in AT&T’s
next tariff filing, we shall require a do-
cumented showing of cost differences
(itemized and quantified, as well as
logically related to any rate differen-
tials filed) to justify any differences in
rates or service features_between, and
among, various user classes of the
public switched network. We will -also
entertain any additional justifications
AT&T may. assert for departures in
rates beyond those based upon such
documented cost differences, e.g., na-
tional economic or social policy, or
competitive considerations. See  the
Docket No. "18128 Decision supra at
659. One.of our primary regulatory
goals, however, is to insure fair and
equitable rate treatment of all users of
the public switched network such that
one user class is not unduly discrimi-
nated against vis-a-vis another. An-
other key requirement in our WATS
Rejection Reconsideration. Order is
that AT&T undertake peak/off-peak

analyses of the public switched net-
work to further our regulatory goals
to reduce network underutilization
and over-building found to exist in
Docket No. 19129, see 64 FCC 24 1, 50~
53 (1977). For the detailed tariff justi-
fication requirements and the instruc-
tions concerning when Bell’s next
tariff filing will be due, see the WATS
Rejection  Reconsideration  Order,
supra.

41, Also set for investigation herein
was the more general issue looking to-
wards the development of common
standards and guidelines for making
like service determinations, see para. 1,
supra. As indicated in the cases clt,ed
in para. 22, supra, we have heretofore
relied upon the “functional equiva-
lency” test in addressing lke service
questions. This test has been applled
primarily on a case-by-case basls. In
designating this general issue, we be-
lieved it might be possible, through
the adoption of particular standards
and guidelines, to dispense with the
present ad hoc standards approach
and to provide assistance to carriers -
and their subscribers in addressing the
relevant subjects where llke service
questions exist. For the most part, the
comments recommend that we contin-
ue the present practice of making
case-by-case functional equivalency de-
terminations. While the current status
of the telecommunications industry is
too dynamic, we may find as we gain
experience that it may become poassi-
ble to promulgate definitive standatds
without needlessly reducing Commis-
sion flexibility in dealing with future
problems, many of which are unfore«
seen now., See Western Union Tecle-
graph Company, Telex/TWX, supra at
para. 47. Thus, upon further consider-
ation of this matter, we believe it
unwise at this time to depart from a
case-by-case approach and cast in con-
crete certain standards and guidelines
applicable to like service determina-
tions. However, to give additional aid
to parties in understanding our policy
governing the “functional equiva-
lency” test, we will briefly summarize
the primary factors considered in that
portion of our analysis herein.

42. The obvious starting point for

-our analysis was to examine the tech-
'nological configuration of the overall

public switched network. Once the
technical underpinning of the network
was considered, it was necessary to
look at the operational characteristics
of the particular services in question
to determine exactly how AT&T
offers MTS and WATS services over
the network. An examination of these
operational = characteristics helped
shed light on the kinds of subscribers
AT&T is attempting to attract to a
particular tariffed service, and thus
the communication requirement a sub-
scriber .seeks to have satisfied. We
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then examined the capabilities of the
network, independent of how AT&T
has chosen to permit its use, in order
to determine whether and to what
extent public switched network sub-
scribers could have their communica-
tions requirements met under the
MTS tariff or the WATS tarlff, exclu-
sively, or under either tariff, irrespec-
tively. Finally, we considered whether
they could be satisfied through a use
of the network not now permitied by

AT&T. Our rationale was that if sub- ~

scribers could have their needs satis-
fied equally well under either tariff, or
through network uses not allowed by.
AT&T, then any alleged service dis-
tinctions between MTS and WTS were
likely to be illusory. Bearing on this
final analysis was our consideration of
the perceptions of subscribers, eg.,
whether they view MTS and WATS
services as replacements for each
other or as inherently different com-
munications services. Employing a bal-
ancing process, our study of the above
factors led us to conclude that MTS
and WATS are “like communications
service.” *

V. Oxbmme CLAUSES

43. Accordingly, if is ordered, That
Long Distance Message ‘Telecommuni-
cations Service, offered under AT&T's
Tariff F.C.C. No. 263, and Inward to
Outward Wide Area Telecommunica-
tions Services, provided pursuant to
Tariff F.C.C. No. 259, are determined
to be “like communications service”
under the meaning of Section 202(a)
of the Commnications Act of 1934, 47
U.S.C. § 202(a), as amended.

44. It 4s further ordered, That the
American Telephone and Telegraph
Company must file revisions either
demonstrating the lawfulness of the
discriminatory charges applicable
under these tariffs pursuant to the
instructions set out in para. 40, suprq,
or eliminating these discriminatory
charges.

45. It s further ordered, That the -

Secretary shall cause a copy of this
* Final Decision and Order to be pub-
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER. ~

46. It is further ordered, That this
“proceeding is terminated.

FepERAL COLMMUNICATIONS
CompaIsSsION,
WririiaM J. TRICARICO,
Secretary.”

LFR Doc. 78-35079.Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am)

»We found that such factors as tariff rate
design, tariff and technical restrictions on
access to and exit from the network, and

overall cost savings to subscribers in their,

communications bills, were irrelevant to
making the like service determination. As
noted in the body of our discussion, these
elements relate to whether there is any jus-
tification for a rate differential between like
services.

NOTICES
[6712-01-M]

FM BROADCAST APPLICATION READY AND
AVAILABLE FOR PROCESSING

Adopted: December 11, 1978.
Released: December 12, 1978.

By the Chief, Broadcast Faclilities
Division. .

Cut-Off Date: January 30, 1979,

Notice is hereby given that the FAM
broadcast application listed below will
be considered as ready and available
for processing on January 31, 1979.
Since the listed application is timely
filed and mutually exclusive with the
earlier-filed and cut-off application of
Perceptive Communiteations, Inc,
{¥ile No. BPH-10664), no other appli-
cations which involve conflict with

- these applications may be {filed.

Rather, the purpose of this Notice is
to -establish a date by which the par-
ties to the forthcoming comparative
hearing may compute the deadlines
for filing amendments as a matter of
right under §1.522(a)(2) of the Rules
and pleadings to specily issues pursu-
ant to § 1.584.

BPH-10872—NEW, Fort Scott, Xansas, Fort
Scott Broadcasting Co., Inc.,, REQ: 103.9
MHZz, 280; 3.0 kKW (H&V); 285 feet.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
"WiILLIAXM J. TRICARICO,
Secrelary.
[FR Doc. 718-35080 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6712-01-M]

. TELEVISION TRANSLATOR APPLICATIONS
READY AND AVAILABLE FOR PROCESSING

Adopted: December 11, 1978.
Released: December 14, 1978.

By the Acting Chief, Broadcast
Facilities Division:

Notice is hereby given pursuant to
§1.572(c) of the Commission’s Rules,
that on February 2, 1979, the televi-
sion translator applications listed in
the attached Appendix will be consid-
ered ready and available for process-
ing. Pursuant to §§1.227(b}{1) and
1.591(b) of the Rules, an application,
in order to be considered with any ap-
plication appearing on the attached
list or with any other application on
file by the close of business on Febru-
ary 1, 1979, which involves a conflict
necessitating a hearing with any appli-
cation on this list, must be substantjal-
ly complete and submitted for filing at
the offices of the Commission in
‘Washington, D.C., by the close of busi-
ness on February 1, 1979.
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Any party in interest desiring to file
pleadings concerning any pending tele-
vislon translator application, pursuant
to Section 309(d)(1) of the Communi-
catlons Act of 1934, as amended, is di-
rected to § 1.580(i) of the Rules, which
specifies the time for filing and other
requirements relating to such plead-
Ings.

FEDERAL COMIIUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
WiLLiaM J. TRICARICO,
Secretary.

UHP TV TRANSLATOR APPLICATIONS

BPTT-7809291C~NEW-—Julesburg, Colora-
- do, Region 1 Translator Association, Req:
Channel 31, 572-578 MHz, 100 watts, Pri-
mary: KWGN-TV, Denver, Colorado.
BPTT-180929]D—-NEW—Yuma; Colorado,
Region 1 Translator Association, Req:
Channel 32, 578-584 MHz, 100 watts, Pri-
mary: KWGN-TV, Denver, Colorado.
BPTT-780929]E—NEW-—Yuma, Colorado,
Region 1 “Translator Association, Req:
Channel 34, 590-596 MHz, 100 watts, Pri-
mary: KOA-TV, Denver, Colorado.
BPTT-780929IP—NEW—Julesburg, Colora-
do, Region 1 Translator Assoclation, Req:
Channel 35, 596-602 MHz, 100 watts, Pri-
mary: KOA-TV, Denver, Colorado.
BPTT-1809291G—-NEW—Yuma, Colorado,
Region 1 Translator Association, Req:
channel 38, 602-608 MHz, 100 watts, Pri-
mary: KRMA-TV, Denver, Colorado.
BPTT-780929IH—-NEW—Yuma, Colorado,
Reglon 1 Translator Association, Req:
Chennel 38, 614-620 MHz, 100 watts, Pri-
mary: KBTV, Denver, Colorado.
BPTT-780929II-NEW—Julesburg, Colora-
do, Region 1 Translator Association, Req:
Channel 39, 620-626 MHz, 100 watts, Pri-
mary: KRMA-TV, Denver, Colorado.
BPTT-180929IJ—NEW-—Julesburg, Colora-
do, Region 1 Translator Association, Req:
Channel 41, 632-638 MHz, 100 watts, Pri-
mary: KBTV-TV, Denver, Colorado.
BPIT-780929IK—-NEW—Idalia & Rural
South Yuma County, Colorado, Region 1
Translator Assoclation, Req: Channel 46,
662-668 MHz, 100 watts, Primary: KWGN-
TV, Denver, Colorado.
BPTT-720929IL—NEW—Idalia & Rural
South Yuma, Colorado Region 1 Transla-
tor Assoclation Req: Channel 48, 674-630
MHz, 100 watts Primary: EKOA-TV,
Denver, Colorado
BPTT-780929IM—NEW-—Haxtun, Colorado
Region 1 Tranclator Acsociation Req:
Channel 49, 680-686 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KWGN-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-780929IN—NEW—Idalia & Rural
South Yuma, Colorado Region 1 Transla-
tor Assoclation Req: Channel 50, 686-692
MHz, 100 watts Primary: KRMA-TV,
Denver, Colorado
BPTT-78092910~NEW-Haxtun. Colorado
Region 1 Translator Association Req:
Channel 51, 692-698 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KOA-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-780929IP—-NEW—Idalia & Rural
South Yuma, Colorado Region 1 Transla-
tor Association Req: Channel 52, 698-704
MHz, 100 watts Primz.ry- EBTV-TV,
Denver, Colorado
BI’I.'I‘-’IBDBZMQ—NEW—Haxttm. Colorado
Region 1 Translator Association Req:
Channel 53, 704-710 MHz, 100 watts Pri-

mary: KRMA-TV, Denver, Colorado
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BP’I’I‘-’780929IR—NEW-—Idaha. & ~ Rural °

South Yuma, Colorado Region 1 Transla-
tor Association Req: Channel 54, 710-716
MHz, 100 watts Primary: KTVS—TV Ster-
ling, Colorado
BPTT-780929IS—NEW—Haxtun, Colorado
Region 1 Translator Association Req:
Channel 55, 716-722 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KBTV-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-780929IT—NEW-—~Wray, Colorado
Region 1 Translator' Association Req:
Channel 56, 722-728 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KXTVS-TV, Sterling, Colorado :
BPTT-7809291U—-NEW—WTray, Colorado
Region 1 Translator Association Req:
Channel 58, 734-740 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KWGN-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-780929IV—-NEW—Wray, - Colorado
Region 1 Translator Association Req:

Channel 60, 746-752 MHz, 160 watts Pri-

mary: KOA-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-780929IW—NEW—Wray, Colorado
Region 1 Translator Association Req:

Channel 62, 758-764 MHz, 100 watts Pri- ,

mary: KRMA-TV, Denver, Colorado
BP’I‘T-780929IX—NEW-—Holyoke,\ Colorado
Region, 1 Translator Association Req:
Channel 63, 764-770 MHz, 100 Watts Pri-
mary: KWGN-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-7809291Y—-NEW—Wray, Colorado
Region 1 Translator, Association Req:
Channel 64, 770-776.MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KBTV-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-7809291Z—NEW—Holyoke, Colorado
Region 1 Translator Association Req:
Channel 65, 776-782 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KOA-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-780929JA—NEW—Holyoke, Colorado
. Region 1 Translator Association Req:
Channel 67, 788-794 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KRMA-TV, Denver, Colorado
BPTT-780929JB—NEW—Holyoke, Colorado
Region 1 Translator Association Req:
Channel 69, 800-806 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: KBTV-TV, Denver, Colorado * -
BPTT-781003IA—~NEW—Honaker, Virginia
- Russell County Board of Supervisors Req:
Channel 55, 716-722 MHz, 100 watts Pri-
mary: WKPT-TV, Kingsport, Tennessee
BPTT-7810031B—NEW—Castlewood,
ginia Russell County Board of Supervisors
Req: Channel 57, 728-734 MHz, 100 watts
Primary: WKPT-TV, Kingsport, Tennes-
see
BPI"I‘-78100310 — NEW — Dickensonville,
Virginia Russell:County Board of Supervi-
sors Req: Channel 63, 764-770 MHz, 100
watts Primary: WKPT-TV, Kingsport,
Tennessee . .
BPTT-781003ID—K67AV—Lihue,. Hawaii,
Hawaii Public Broadcasting Authority
Req: Increase output power to 1,000 watts
BPTT-7810231A—K71BD—Lakeport &
Clear Lake Basin, California The Lake
County Television Club Req: Change fre-
quency to Channel 52, 698-704 MHz

VHF TV TRANSLATOR APPLICATIONS

BPTTV-7808311C—NEW—Deming, - Wash-
ington TV District No. 1 Req: Channel 3,
60-66 MHz, 1 Watt Primary: KIRO-TV,
Seattle, Washington .

BP’I'I’V—7808311D—NEW—-Deming, ‘Wash-
ington TV District No. 1 Req: Channel 10,
-192-198 MHz, 1 watt Primary: KOMO—TV
Seattle, Washington

BPTTV-7808311E—~NEW—Deming, Wash-
ington TV District No. 1 Req: Channel 13,
210-216 MHz, 1 watt Primary: KING-TV
Seaftle, Wa.shington

BPTTV-781114IA — K04D L— AGastineau
" Channel, Airport Area, Auke Bay & Men-

Vir-

| NOTICES

.denhall -Glacier, Alaska Midnight- Sun
Broadcasters, Inc. Req: Change frequency
to Channel 11, 198-204 MHz -

{FR Doc. 78-35081 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[6732-01-M]

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND
CONCILIATION SERVICE

" ARBITRATION SERVICES ADVISORY
COMMITIEE

Meeting

Notice is hereby given that the Fed-
eral Mediation and Conciliation Serv-
ice Arbitration Services Advisory Com-
mittee, in accordance with Section 10
of the Federal Advisory Committee
Act of October 6, 1972 (Public Law 92~
463, 86 Stat.' 770-776), will' meet on
Thursday, January 18 and Friday,
January 19, 1979 -at 9:00 a.m. at the
Sheraton-Palace Hotel in San Francis-

* ¢o, California.

The agenda is as follows:
1. Review. and discussion of revised 29

_Code of Federal Regulations 1404.

2. Discussion on Code of Professional Re-
sponstbility.
3. Update on labor arbltrator development
programs.
4. Revised procedures in Office of Arbitra-
tion Services. °
5. Impact on OAS of Civil Serivce Reform
Act of 1978:
i6. Review of FY 1979 first quarter statis-
t
7. Arbitrator symposia,
workshops.

seminars, and

This meeting shall be open to the

public.

Commuriications regarding this
meeting should be addressed to: Mr.
John Canestraight, Associate Director,

. Office of Arbitration Services, Federal

Mediation and Conciliation Service,
‘Washington, D.C. 20427.
Signed “at Washington, D.C.
thlrteenth day of December 1978.
= - WaYNE L. Horvizz,
) Director.
[FR Doc. 78-35034 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am}

this

[4110-83-M] B
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
H-eulth R ces Admil "" ation

GRADUATE MEDICAL EDUCATION NATIONAL
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Meeting

In accordance with section 10(a)(2)
of the Federal Advisory Committee
Act (Public Law 92-463), announce-
ment is made of the following Nation-
al Advisory body scheduled to meet
during the month of January 1979:

f

Name: GRADUATE MEDICAL EDUCA-
TION NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMIT-
TEE

Date and Time: January 11-12, 1979, 8:30

a.nm,

Place: Room 5051, HEW North Bullding,
330 Independence Avenue, Whashington,
D.C. 20201,

Open for entire meeting,

Purpose: The Graduate Medical Educa«

. tion National Advisory Committee is respon.

sible for advising and making recommenda-
tions with respect to: (1) present and future
supply and requirments of physiclans by
specialty and geographic location; (2) ranges
and types of numbers of graduate tralning
opportunities needed to approach a more
desirable distribution of physiclan services:
and (3) the impact of varlous activities
which influence specialty distribution and
the avallability of training opportunities in.
cluding systems of relmbursement and the
financing of graduate medical education,

Agenda: Discuss revised text of Decembor
Interim Report to the Secretary and review
status of GMENAC work to date.

A portion of the meeting will be avallable
for comments and participation by the
public. Due to limited seating, attendance
by the public will be provided on & first.
come, first-serve basis.

Anyone wishing to obtain a roster of mems
bers, minutes of meeting, or other'relevant
information should contact Robert Graham,
M.D., Office of the Administrator, Room
10-37, Center Building, 3700 East-West
Highway, Hyattsville, Maryland 20782, T'ele.
phone (301) 436-6430.

Agenda items are subject to change
as priorities dictate.

Date: December 11, 1978.

JAMES A. WALSH,
Associate Administrator for
Operations and Management.

[FR Doc. 78-35070 Filed 12-16-178; 8:45 am)

[4110-12-M] ' «
7 Office of the Secretary

ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR MANAGEMENT
. AND BUDGET

Delegation of Authority To Cerlify True Coplos
and Affix the Department Seal

By the authority vested in me as
Secretary, I hereby delegate to the As-
sistant Secretary for Management and
Budget the authority to: Certify true

_copies of any books, records, papers, or
-other documents on file within the

Department, or extracts from such;
certify that copies are true coples of
the entire file of the Department; cer-
tify the complete, original record; cer-
tify the nonexistence of records on file
within the Department; and cause the
seal of the Department to be affixed
to such certifications.

I also delegate to the Assistant Sec-
retary” for Management and Budget
authority to cause the seal of the De-
partment to be affixed to agreements,
awards, citations, diplomas and similar
documents.
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‘This delegation supersedes the previ-
ous delegation of this authority ap-
proved by the Secretary on October
22, 1969 and published at 34 FR 17346,
October 25, 1969. Redelegations under
the previous authority shall remain in
effect until superseded by new delega-
tions.

This delegation is effective immedi-
ately and may be redelegated.

Dated: November 2, 1978.

JosEPH A. CALIFANO, Jr.,
.Secrelary.

{FR Doc. 78-35076 Filed 12-15-18; 8:45 am]

[4110-12-M]
GENERAL COUNSEL ET AL

Redelegahon of Authority To Cerlify True
. Copies

Under the authority vested in me by
the Secretary: 1. I hereby redelegate
to the followmg the authority to certi-
fy true copies of any books, records,
papers, or other documents on file
within the Department, or extracts
from such, to certify that true coples
are true copies of the entire file of the
Department, to. certify the complete
original record, or to certify the non-
existence of records on file within the
Department, and to cause the Seal of
the Department to be affixed to such
certifications.

These same officials are authorized
to cause the Seal to be Affixed to
agreements, awards, citations, diplo-
mas, and similar documents.

To WHOM DELEGATED AND AREA OF
AUTHORITY

GENERAL COUNSEL AND DEPARTMENT

Director, Office of Management Services,
Office of the Secretary—Office of the Sec-
retary

Administrator, Health Care Financing Ad-
ministration—Health Care Financing Ad-
ministration

Assistant Secretary for Education—Educa-
tion Division

Commissioner of Social Securlty—-Socia.l Se-
curity Administration

Asssistant Secretary for Human Develop-
ment Services—Office of Human Develop-
ment Services

Assistant Secretary for Health—Pubhc
Health Service

Director, Office of Child Support Enforce-
ment—Office, of Child Support Enforce-
ment

This authority may be redelegated.
2. I also redelegate to the Civil Rights
Hearing Clerk, Office of the Assistant
Scretary for Personnel Administra-

-tion, the authority as official custodi-

an of the files in all matters pertaining

1o compliance proceedings under Title

VI of the Civil Rights Act and as such
custodian the authority to certify true
copies of any books, records, papers, or
other documents of the Department
pertaining to such matters and to cer-

NOTICES

tify extracts from any such books, rec-
ords, papers, or other documents on
file within the Department as true ex-
tracts and to certify that true copies
are true copies of the entire file of the
Department in any such matters, -and
to cause the Seal of the Department
to be affixed to such certifications.
This authority may not be redele-
gated.

3. The above redelegations supersede
the redelegations made under previous
authority (3¢ FR 18049-50 dated No-
vember 7, 1969 and 35 FR 16384, dated
October 20, 1970). Further redelega-
tions made under the aforementioned
redelegation of authority shall remain
in effect until appropriate new redele-
gations are made.

Dated: December 9, 1978.

FrEDERICK M. BOHEN,
Assistant Secrelary for
Management and Budget.

[FR Doc. 78-35077 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]}

[4110-12-M]

Office of the Secretary
OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL

Statement of Organization, Functions, and
Delegation of Authority

This notice amends Part A of state-
ment of organization, functions, and
delegations of authority of the De-
partment of Health, Education, and
Welfare, Office of the Secretary, by
establishing a new Office of the Assist-
ant Inspector General for Administra-
tion in the Office of the Inspector
General (42 FR-17531 dated 4/1/77).
The revised statement reads as fol-
lows:

AF.10 Organizalion

' Add after the last item:
Office of the Assistant Inspector
General for Administration. .

AF.,20 Funclions

Add a new Section F:
F. The Office of the Assistant In-
speétor General for Administration

-serves as the:principal advisor to the

Inspector General on management
and administrative activities. Manages
and coordinates functions in the areas
of program planning, budgeting, man-
agement and administrative services,
legislation and intergovernmental af-
fairs, personnel, training, internal
communications, and public affairs.
Monitors adherence to program, finan-
cial, and administrative goals and ob-
jectives, advises Inspector General on
alternatives and shifts in goals and ob-
Jjectives and recommends corrective
action for shortfalls in meeting goals
and objectives. Appralses efficiency
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and effectiveness in meeting program
and management objectives and rec-
ommends methods for improvement.
Formulates management policies and
procedures for development and im-
plementation of crosscutting manage-
ment, budget, and personnel informa-
tion systems. Maintains liaison with
Congress, Federal departments and
agencies, and State and local govern-
ment (including organizations repre-
senting such units of government). Re-
views all documents forwarded to the
Inspector General for approval to
assure completeness and responsive-
ness. Responsible for computer sys-
tems security function OIG-wide.

(1) Ezxecutive Secretariaf. Reviews
completeness and responsiveness of all
documents. forwarded to Inspecior
General for approval. Establishes and
monitors procedures for insuring that
the Office furnishes complete and
timely responses to informational re-
quests from the Secretary, Under Sec-
retary, Department components, Con-
gress, governmental agencies, and the
public. In conjunction with the Assist-
ant Inspector General for Administra-
tion, assigns responsibility for the
preparation of documents and comple-
tion dates; determines internal clear-
ance procedures for documents and
correspondence, insuring legal clear-
ances and necessary coordination with
other Departmental components.
‘Tracks IG and Secretary level initia-
tives, and insures that Office priorities
are met with respect to matters re-
ferred to OIG for action. Follows up
on the work assignments made by the
IG, insures the communication in
headquarters of the IG's decisions;
serves as point of contact with the
Secretary’s executive secretariat; and
maintains official Office correspond-
ence files records. Manages records re-
tention, transfer, retirement, and dis-
posal systems of the Office and estab-
lishes and monitors files and records
maintenance systems used throughout
the Office. Maintains directives
system. Assesses effectiveness of pa-
perwork management processes, and
recommends changes to increase effi-
clency. Insures adherence to Federal
and departmental policies and stand-
?irlds regarding security of records and

€es.

(2) Congressional and Inlergovern-
mental Relations Staff. Maintgins liai~
son with .Congress, Federal depart-
ments and agencies, and State and

local governments (including organiza-

tions representing such units .of gov-
ernment). In coordination with the As-
sistant Secretary for Legislation, es-
tablishes processes to facilitate ex-
change of information between the
Office and the Congress: reviews pend-
ing legislation of concern to the OIG;
develops position statements, and co-
ordinates policy and legal or statutory

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 243—MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1978

.



8

58872

interpretation issues for.the OIG in
the development of legxslatlve propos-
als.

Coordinates with. appropriate de-
partmental offices on the.preparation
of testimony and briefing materials

for congressional hearings pertaining -

to the OIG; monitors the status of
pending OIG legislation and congres-
sional hearings (including appropri-
ations) related to OIG matters and ar-
ranges for Office input as necessary.
Arranges and participates in briefings
of congressional members and staffs;
notifies appropriate congressional
committees of significant OIG devel-
opments; and' informs members of de-
velopments affecting their congres-
sional districts. Attends and provides

summarles: of legislative hearings; co-

ordinates preparation of responses to
congressional inquiries; develops track-
ing system for legislative purposes;
and reviews Congressional Record and
FEDERAL REGISTER, preparing summar-
ies for Office use. Facilitates commu-
nication on OIG related matters with
Federal departments and non-HEW
agencies, and State and local govern-
ments (including organizations repre-
senting such units of government); ar-
ranges and participates in briefings of
State and local governments on OIG
matters and coordinates participation
of office program ‘officials in regional
or national conferences which relate
to OIG. Coordinates activities related
to interagency delegations of authori-
ty; insures that major office communi-
cations with groups representing gov-
ernment organizations are.cootdinated
within the Office before release; facili-
tates participation of organizations on
Office planning, policy, and operation-
al activities; and coordinates Office
review of documents submittéd by
such organizations.

(3) Planning, Budget, and Resource
Management Staff. Develops Office-
wide long-range goals and national pri-
orities and translates them into long-
range plans and budgets. Develops
long-range planning and budget guide-
lines within the framework estab-
lished by OMB and the Department.
Advises on olit-year effects of shifting -
goals and priorities and recommends
courses of action which will irisure an
effective program and an efficient use
of resources. Serves as principal advi-
sor on planning and budget matters
emanating from the Office-of the Sec-
retary and serves as principal staff co-
ordinator on such matters with- the
staffs-of the -Offices of the-Assistant
Secretaries for Planning and Evalua-
tion, and Management and Budget.
Serves as liaison with departmental
fiscal management units. Develops and
implements Office ‘budget control
system to insure conformance with al-
lotments and timely reporting on com-
mitments and expenditures: Assists of-

NOTICES

fices and operating divisions in the de-
-.velopment of financial resource. requir-
ments and justifications; and provides
Tactual cost data and . estimates - of
future obligations for current and
long-range budgets. Manages national
budget execution system and insures

., Office control and reprogramming of

allocated funds. Advises on fiscal
effect of reallocations of funds. Sub-
mits regular financial status reports.
Implements Office contracts program;
establishes policies, procedures, and
standards for award of contracts, in-
cluding contract development and re-
views; coordinates contract processes
with planning and resource manage-

" ment processes. Reviews all awarded

contract proposals to assure compli-
ance with programmatic requireménts.
Implements responsibilities within
guidelines and authority set by the

Office of .the Secretary, Division of’

Contracts and Grants Operations; and
maintains liaison with GSA, GPO,
SBA, and other executive agencies,
contractors, and vendors of adminis-
_trative services as they relate to con-
tracts. Establishes policies, procedures,
and reports on fiscal matters including
pay, travel, contract services, supplies,
and space.

(4) Human Resources Management
Staff. Punctions as liaison with the
Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Personnel Administration, the Office
of the Secretary Personnel Office, and
the regional personnel office regard-
ing OIG matters. Directs and super-
vises all personnel planning, and re-
cruiting efforts. Develops and main-
tains internal personnel data system
for the Office of the Inspector Gener-
al. Assures appropriateness of staffing
in given offices relative to workload
deficiencies. Develops and coordinates
employee awards program, equal em-
“ployment opportunity program,
upward mobility program and other
related human resource functions. De-
velops and coordinates delegations of
authority. Develops and coordinates
administrative sanctions with the As-
sistant Secretary for Personnel Ad-
ministration and the Program Integri-
ty units .in the department that result
from OIG initiatives. Serves as OIG
contact and program coordinator to
receive information from employees or
applicants who have (or reasonably be-
lieve they have) evidence of violations
.of any law (other than criminal viola-
tions), rule, or regulation, or evidence

-~ of mismanagement, gross waste of

funds, abuse of authority, or substan-
tial and specific danger to public
‘health or safety. Investigates (or
causes to be investigated) allegations
of reprisal without revealing identity
of complainant. Directs and develops
overall .OIG staff development and
»training programs for headquarters,
and regional offices; coordinates these

uling,

activities with appropriate depart-
mental components. Identifies specific
training needs of OIG employees not
being met by specific audit and investi«

. gation units; directs program for locat-

ing appropriate sources for outside
training and participates with other
Office components in planning, sched-
and preparing materials for
training professional personnel in
headquarters and regional offices on
new initiatives. Directs and develops
counseling activities concerning em-.
ployees’ career development opportu-
nities, staff development, executive de-
velopment, and other developmental
programs. Directs all Office training
activities to insure their educational
validity.

Dated: December 12, 1978.

FREDERICK M. BOHEN,
Assistant Secretary for
Management and Budgel.

(FR Doc. 78-35078 Filed 12-15-78; 8:46 am]

[4110-83-M]

Health Resources Administration

KENTUCKY HEALTH SERVICE AREA Il AND
OHIO HEALTH SERVICE AREA |

Designation of Health Service Areas

In accordance with section
1511(b)(4) of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act, the Secretary of Health, Edu«
cation, and Welfare has determined
that the boundaries of Xentucky
Health Service Area II and Ohio
Health Service Area I as designated in
the September 2, 1975, FEDERAL REC1S-
TER (40 FR 40306) ! do not meet the re-
quirements of section 1511¢a) of the
Public Health Service Act, and that
they should be revised by deleting the
Kentucky counties of Boone, Camp-
bell and Kenton from Ohio Health
Service Area I and adding those coun-
ties to Kentucky Health Service Area
II1. .

With respect to designation and re-
designation of Health Service Areas,
section 1511(a) of the Public Health
Service Act requires that a health
service area must, among other things,
be a geographic reglon appropriate for
the effective planning' and develop-
ment of health services, arid that to
the maximum extent feasible the
boundaries of the health service area
be coordinated with existing regional
planning areas, Professional Stand-
ards Review Organization areas, and
State planning administrative areas.
That section also provides that each

1That Notice also erroheously lsted the
Kentucky counties of Booné, Campbell and
Kenton as part of Kenfucky Health Service
Area II1.
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Standard Metropolitan Statistical
Area (SMSA) should be entirely
within the boundaries of one health
service area, unléss the Governor of
each State in which the SMSA is lo-
cated determines, with the Secretary’s
approval, that the SMSA should be

- split. The ZXentucky counties of
Boone, Campbell and Kenton are part
of an SMSA which includes certain
counties in Ohio and one county
(Dearbon) in Indiana.

Based upon-the statutory require-
ments of section 1511(a) of the Public
Health Service Act, the Secretary has
concluded that the interstate health
service area designated as Ohio Health
Service Area I and Kentucky Health
Service Area II should be redesignat-
ed. - - .

< First, in the Secretary’s view, Ohio
Health Service Area I is not an appro-
priate area for the effective planning
and development of health services be-
cause the inclusion in the Ohio Health
Service Area of the three Kenftucky
counties (Boone, Campbell and
XKenton) which form a part of the
eight-county Northern Kentucky Area
Development District makes integrat-
ed multi-purpose planning in Ken-
tucky difficult since the interstate des-
ignation is inconsistent with the re-
quirement that a Health Service Area
be congruent insofar as possible with
one or several State planning and de-
velopment districts as defined for pur-
poses of OMB Circular A-95. In light
of this inconsistency, the Northern
Kentucky Area Development District
is thereby forced to deal with two Sub-
area Health Advisory Councils, two
Health Systems Agencies, two State
Health Planning and Development
Councils, and two State Health Co-
ordinating Councils. Moreover, the in-
clusion of these three Kentucky coun-
ties in the Ohio Health Service Area I
severely impedes the effective cooper-
ation of local elected officials, whose
cooperation is essential to the efficient
functioning of the Health Systems
Agencies. Finally, the boundaries of
the Kentucky Professional Standards
Review Orgaiiization also support the
inclusion of the three counties in Ken-
tucky Health Service Area II rather
than in Ohio Health Service Area I.

In light of these findings, the Secre-
tary has concluded that EKentucky
Health Service Area II should be re-
vised to include the Kentucky counties
of Boone, Campbell and Kenton, and
that these three counties should be re-
moved from Ohio Health Service Area
1. This revision constitutes approval of
a redesignation request initiated by
the Governor of Kentucky on June 28,
1977. The request complied with the
requirements of the Health Service
Area Redesignation Guidelines pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on Sep-
tember 15, 1976 (41 FR 39432).
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It is the Secretary's view, with which
the Department's Office of the Gener-
al Counsel agrees, that the concur-
rence of the Governor of Ohio is not
required for this redesignation because
the SMSA of which these three coun-
ties are a part was previously split by
the exclusion of Dearborn County, In-
diana, front Ohio Health Service Area
I, with the concurrence of all the ap-

. propriate Governors and with the ap-
proval of the Secretary.

Accordingly, Ohio Health Service
Area I now constitutes a geographic
area comprised of the following Ohio
counties: Butler, Hamilton, Highland,
Warren, Clermont, Adams, Clinton
and Brown. Kentucky Health Service
Area II constitutes a geographic area
comprised of the following Kentucky
counties: Darke, Shelby, Miami,
Champaign, Preble, Montgomery,
Clark, Greene, Boone, Kenton, and
Campbell. This redesignation will in-
crease the population of Kentucky
Health Service Area II by 252,600
(1975 est.) people, and will provide the
Area with a population base of
1,657,300 (1975 est.). The population

“base of Ohio Health Service Area I
‘will decrease to 1,461,300.

Dated: December 14, 1978.

Henry A, FoLEY,
Administralor.

- [FR Doc. 78-35138 Filed 12-15-78; 11:00 am]

%

[4310-84-M]
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management

[Oll and Gal Lease Sale No. 51)

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF, CENTRAL AND
WESTERN GULF OF MEXICO

Withdrawal of Tracts

DECEMBER 19, 1978.

On November 13, 1978, at 43 FR
52531, announcement was published
for Oil and Gas Lease Sale No. 51 on
Outer Continental Shelf lands in the
Central and Western Gulf of Mexico.
The lease sale is to take place Decem-
ber 19, 1978, in New Orleans. A correc-
tion notice was published November
15, 1978, concerning certain printing

- errors in the November 13 publication.

Both those notices are hereby
amended to delete the following nine-
teen tracts:

1. Tract 51-13

2. Tract 51-15

3. Tract 51-16

4. Tract 51-18

5. Tract 51-20

6. Tract 51-21
7. Tract 51-32

8. Tract 51-33
9, Tract 51-42
10, Tract 51-56
1L Tract 51-57
12, Tract 51-58
13. Tract 51-61

14, Tract 51-64
15. Tract 51-65
16, Tract 51-81
17. Tract 5§1-82
18, Tract 51-138
19, Tract 51-140
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Bids on these tracts will not be con-
sldered.

ArNoLD E. PETTY,
Acting Associate Director,
Bureauwof Land Management.

Approved: December 14, 1978.

CEcIL D. ANDRUS, .
Secrelary of the Interior. .

{FR Doc. 78-35143 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[7020-02-M]

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[303-TA-8]

CERTAIN GLOVES AND GLOVE LININGS FROM
BRAZIL

Supplementary Information for Scheduled
Public Heoring

On December 13, 1978, notice of in-
stitution of the Commission’s investi-
gation, Certain Gloves and Glove Lin-
ings from Brazil, 303-TA-8, and the
time and place of the public hearing
was published in the FPEDERAL REGISTER
(43 FR 58233). That notice announced
that a public hearing in connection
with this investigation will be held be-
ginning at 10:00 aam., es.t.,, on Tues-
day, January 9, 1979, in the Commis-
sion’s Hearing Room, United States
International Trade Commission, 701
E Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

An examination of import statistics
published by the U.S. Department of
Commerce has revealed that these
gloves and glove linings, imported
under Tariff Schedule of the United
States (TSUS) item No. 705.30, have
not been imported from Brazil for at
least the past four years. The Commis-
sion has no other information that
these items have been imported from
Brazil. For this reason, the Commis-
sion's investigation will focus on the
issue of the likelihood of injury to the
domestic industry. If any person has
information that may be of interest to
the Commission on this matter, please
address it to the Secretary of the Com-
mission, at his office in Washington,
D.C.

By order of the Commission.
* Issued: December 13, 1978.

KENNETH R. MasoN,
Secrelary.

[FR Doc.78-35098 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]
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[4410-18-M]
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
" Law Enforcemenl 'Assisfun:a Administration

OFFICE OF CRIMINAI. JUSTICE EDUCATION
AND TRAINING :

Instltutional applications for: partici-
pation in the Law Enforcement Educa-

tion Program (LEEP) for academic .

"“NOTICES

To be eligible for preservice funds,
institutions -must  provide a-full-time
coordinator or* director to_administer

.-the-crime related degree program for

year 1979-80 are now available from ’

the Office of Criminal Justice- Educa-
tion and Training (OCJET). LEEP is a
program of grants and loans to crimi-
nal  justice students administered
under provisions of the -Omnibus
Crime Control and Safe Streets Act of
1968, as amended (42 U.S.C. 3701 et se-
quitur).

LEEP is a manpower development
program. Accordmgly, institutional ap-
plications ‘will be ‘evaluated in relation
to their potential to help meet the
manpower needs identified by LEAA."

Institutions of higher education
must meet the following criteria to be
considered for awards: (excerpts from
LEEP Guideline Ma.nual M 5200 10)

1. (Chapter 2, paragraph 10) Accredztatzon
Requirement:

To participate in LEEP an institution of
higher education must be fully accredited
by one of the regional institutional accredit-
ing commissions that are recognized by the
U.S. Commissioner of Education and the
Council on Postsecondary Accreditation. - .

Institutions that are Candidates for Ac-
creditation are not eligible for LEEP funds.
There is one exception to the rule. An insti-
tution awarded funds as a Candidate for Ac-
creditation (under earlier regulations) will
be eligible for LEEP until ts six-year period
‘of candidacy has expired or until the region-
al accrediting commission removes it from
the lst of candidates, whichever is earlier,
provided there is not mterruption in pro-
gram participation.

~

2. (Chapter 2, paragraph 11) General Re-

quirements:

(a) It admits as regular students only per-
sons having a certificate of graduation from
a secondary school or the recognized equiva-
lent, or persons who are beyond the age of
compulsory school attendance in the state
in which the institution is located.

(b) It is legally authorized within the state
to provide a program of education beyond
secondary education. @ .

(c) It provides an educational program for
which *it awards a bachelor's of higher
degree; or it provides an associate‘degree,
the course work for which is creditable
toward a bachelor's degree at regionally ac-
credited institutions of higher education.

(d) It is a public institution of higher edu-
cation operated by an agency of state-gov-
ernment or a political subdivision thereof,
but is not an institution of an agency of the
United States Government; or it is a non-
profit institution, no part of the net earn-
ings of which inures or may lawfully inure
to the benefit of any private stockholder or
individual.

(e) 1t is a degree- granting institution with
authority to contract and to manage .Feder-
al funds.’

‘which-the preservice funds:are made
-available. Past experience has shown

that efficiency and effectiveness are
enhanced .at all institutions by the ap-
pointment of a full- time coordinator
or director. -

In addition to genera.l instrtutional
eligibility requirements, institutions
must meet the following criteria con-
cerning curriculum to be considered
for awards: . ,

1. (Chapter 3, paragraph 31) General Cur-
ricula Criteria:

.(a) Bach course shall be approved by the
regular curriculum approving body of the
institution, eg. by the 'student-faculty

v
o

‘senate, the curriculum committee, etc., and

shall be creditable toward a catalog-listed
academic degree or certificate which has
been approved by the responsible state
higher education authority.

(b) Each class. shall be open to all stu-
dents. ‘The scheduling of two identical
classes for the'same course does not satisfy
the requirement if ‘one class serves pre-serv-
ice students and the other serves in-service
students. Courses shall be convened in aca-
demic .or neutral environments with ready
access to adequate library facilities. A police
department.squad room, for example, would
not be considered a neutral setting.

(c) The instructor shall have full-time or
part-time faculty status at the institution;
be paid by the institufion, and possess re-
quired credentials comparable to those of
instructors in-other academic fields offered
at the institution. The use of qualified guest
-lecturers is not- precluded, provided the

‘major responsibility for the course rests

with the qualified faculty member of record.

(d) Transferability of credits is required.
At least ninety percent of all credits shall be
applicable towards bachelor’s degrees of-

. fered by regionally accredited institutions.

The following restrictions apply to
course work offered by institutions
which seek' participation in LEEP:
(chapter 3, paragraphs 32-35; chapter
4, paragraph 49)

32: Tra.mmg Programs and Courses Pro-
hibited:

Basic recruit and in-service training pro-
grams -shall not be supported by LEEP
funds even though the institution may offer
credit or give credit equivalency for them. If
credit or credit equivalency is given, it shall
not be considered as part of the student’s
academic: Joad in determining full-time
status for loan eligibility.

33. Institutes and Short Courses:

‘Study done in short seminars, short-term
institutes, or workshops normally is not eli-
gible for LEEP funds. These short courses
are unusually training oriented, and train-
ing cannot be supported by LEEP monies.
The institution will be required to restore
any grant or loan funds awarded to students
for attendance at any short seminar, short-
term institute or other short course that is
not approved in writing by OCJET. Approv-
al of a2 LEEP grant for the institution does
not indicate automatic’ approval of short

courses that may be identified in the armual .

‘instxtutxonal application for funds
/

. 34. Remedial Courses: ,
Remedial courses required as a prerequl-

‘site for enrollment in an academic program

cannot be supported with LEEP funds. A re.
medial course which'is part of an approved
academic program in which the student al-
ready is enrplled may be pnid {rom LEEP
funds.

. 35. Off-campus or Extension Cotrses!

. BExtension courses, external degree pro.
grams, and courses taught at sites off the
main campus are ineligible for LEEP funds
unless specifically approved by LEAA in &
Special Condition to the Grant Award docu.
aent. If the institution requests funds for
off-campus locations, it must demonstrate
to OCJET that the courses meet all the crl-

teria in paragraph 31 and all other LEAA

requirements for academic offerings. ‘To be
approved for LEEP funds an off-campus

‘must: '

(a) Fill an educational need for criminal
justice personnel as identiﬁed through 5Y8w
tematic planning, an

(b) Provide an academic offering not oth-

_erwise available in the designated geographs.

ic area.

(c) Operate within the state whero the
main campus Is located.

* 49. Academy Courses:

Sometimes state and local criminal jux;tlco
‘training academies contract with institu.
tions of higher education for college-level
courses that satisfy agency certification re«
quirements. These courses are eligible for
LEEP support if the following stipulations
are met and prior written approval is ob-.
tained from OCJET:

“(a) The courses must comply with the cri.

-teria set forth in paragraph 31;
- (b) The student must be offered the
option of using funding sources other than
LEEP and shall be counseled regarding fl-
nancial or employment obligations incirred
by the use of LEEP funds;

(¢) The student shall not be required to
repeat a course which he/she already hag
completed successfully;

(d) The course shall not be basle recruit
training or the equivalent. v

(e) If the student resigns or Is dismissed
by the criminal justice agency, the educa-
tiohal Institution shall permit the student
to complete the course(s) in which he/she s
enrolled.

Institutional applications and offi.
cial guidelines governing all aspects of
LEEP can be obtained by contacting:
Office of Criminal Justice Education
and Training, Law Enforcement Edu-
cation Program, Law Enforcement As-
sistance Administration, Washington,
D.C. 205631.

The deadline for instit;utional appli-
cation for academic year 1979-80 is
February 26, 1979. For further infor-
mation, please call 301-492-9040 and
ask for the LEEP Coordinator respon-
sible for your state. .

Dated December 5, 1978.

J. PrICE FOSTER,
Director, Office of Criminal
Justice Education and Training.

(FR Doc. 78-35024 Filed 12-16-78; 8:45 am]
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[7537-01-M1

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND HUMANITIES

MEDIA ARTS PANEL (PRODUCTION AID/
RADIO) -

Meeting

Pursuant to Section 10(a)}2) of the
Federal Advisory - Committee _Act
(Public Law 92-463), as amended,
notice is hereby given that a meeting
‘of the- Media Arts Advisory Panel
(Production Aid/Radio) to the Nation-
al Council on the Arts will be held on
January 8,- 1979, from 9:00 a.m.-5:30
p.m.; January 9, 1979, from 9:00 a.m.~
5:30 pm. in Room 1426, Columbia
Plaza, 2401 E Street, N.W., Washing-
ton, D.C.. 20506

This meeting is- for the purpose of
Panel review, discussion, evaluation,
and recommendation on applications
for financial assistance under the Na-
tional Foundation on the Arts and the
Humanities Act of 1965, as amended,
including discussion of information
given in confidence to the agency by

“grant applicants. In accordance with
the determination of the Chairman
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER of
March 17, 19717, these sessions will be
closed to the public pursuant to sub-
section (c)(4), (6) and 9(B) of section
552 of Title 5, United States Code.

Further information with reference
to this meeting can be obtained from
Mr. John H. Clark, Advisory Commit-
tee Management Officer, National En-
dowment for the Arts, Washington,
D.C. 20506, or call (202) 634-6070.

JouN H. CLAREK,
Dzrector, Office of Council and
Panel Operations, National
Endowment for the Arts.

[FR Doc. 78-35025 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[7537-01-M]
OPERA/MUSICAL THEATRE PANEL
Meeting

Pursuant to Section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Public Law 92-463), as amended,
notice is hereby given that a meeting
‘of the Opera/Musical Theatre Panel
will occur on January 8, 1979, from
9:00 2.m.-6:00 p.m.; January 9, 1979,
from 9:00 a.m.-6:00 p.m.; and January

10, 1979, from 9:00 a.m.-4:00 p.m. in -

Room 1422 of the Columbia Plaza
Office Complex, 2401 E Street; N.W.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20506.

A portion of this meeting will be
open to the public on January 8, 1979,
from 9:00 a.m.-6:00 p.m.; January 9,
1979, from 9:00 2.m.-6:00 p.m.; January
10, 1979 from 9:00 2.m.-11:00 a.m.

The remaining sessions of this meet-
ing on January 10, 1979, from 11:00

NOTICES

a.m.-4:00 p.m. are for the purpose of
Panel review, discussion, evaluation,
and recommendation on applications
for financial assistance under the Na-
tional Foundation on the Arts and the
Humanities Act of 1865, as amended,
including discussion of information
given in confidence to the agency by
grant applicants. In accordance with
the determination of the Chalrman
published in the FepErRAL REGISTER
March 17, 1977, these sessions will be
closed to the public pursuant to sub-
sections (¢)(4), (6) and 9(b) of section
552b of Title 5, United States Code.
Further information with reference
to this meeting can be.obtained from
Mr. John H. Clark, Advisory Commit-
tee Management Officer, National En-

-dowment for the Arts, Washington,

D.C. 20506, or call (202) 634-6070.
JoHN H. CLARK,
Director, Office of Council and
Panel Operalions, Natlional
Endowment for the Arls.
[FR Doc. 78-35026 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]}

[6720-01-M]

NATIONAL NEIGHBORHOOD
REINVESTMENT CORPORATION.

MEETING

TIME AND DATE: 2:30 p.m.; Decem~
ber 21, 1978.

PLACE: Board Room, Sixth Floor,
1700 G Street, N.W., Washington, D.C.

STATUS: Open Meeting, Board of Di-
rectors.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Myra Peabody,
377-6394.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Acknowledgement of Document of In-
corporation.

Adoption of Seal; Adoption of Bylaws.

Date of Firs{ Annual Meeting of the
Board of Directors 1979.

Calendar of Regular Meetings of the
Board of Directors 1979.

Relationships of the Corporation.

Election of Officers.

Special Authority of the Executive DI-
rector.

General Authority of the Executive
Director.

Banking and Accounts of the Corpora-
tion.

Budget and Supplemental Appropri-
ation Request, Fiscal year 1979.

Budget and Appropriation Request,
Fiscal Year 1980.

Other Organizational Business.

Telephone: (202)
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No. 1, December 13, 1978.

RoBERT H. MCKINNEY,
Chairman,
The Board of Directors.

[(FR Doc. 78-35054 Piled 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

~
[3110-01-M]

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
"~ BUDGET

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS
List of Requests )

The following is a list of requests for
clearance of reports intended for use
in collecting information from the
public received by the Office of Man-
agement and Budget on December 11,
1978 (44 U.S.C. 3509). The purpose of
publishing this list in the FeperaL

- REGISTER Is to inform the public.

‘The list includes:

‘The name of the agency sponsoring
t}le proposed collection of informa-
tion;

The title of each request received;

‘The agency form number(s), if appli-
cable;

The frequency with which the infor-
mation is proposed to be collected;

An Indication of who will be the re-
spondents to the proposed collection;

The estimated number of responses;

The estimated burden in reporting
hours; and

The name of the reviewer or re\new-
ing division or office.

Requests for extension which appear’
to raise no significant issues are to be
approved after brief notice thru this
release.

Further information about the items
on this daily list may be obtained from
the Clearance Office, Office of Man-
agement and Budget, Washington,
D.C. 20503, 202-395-4529, or from the
reviewer listed.

New FOrMS
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Labor Management and Service Ad- ~

ministration )

Interview Gulides, Public Sector Im-
passes Project

LMSA 56T

Single-time

State Labor Relations Agencies, Local
Government Employee Labor Union,
200 responses; 300 hours

Strasser, A. 395-6132

XLabor Management and Service Ad-
ministration

Alrline Collective Bargaining and Reg;
ulation

LMSA 53T

Single-time

Firms and unions in U.S. civilian air-
line industry,” 150 responses;
hours

Strasser, A., 395-6132

150 -

%
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Labor Management and Service Ad-
ministration

Expedited-and Mmi-Arbltration

LMSA 54T

Single-time .

Selected users of expedited and mini-
- arbitration, 175 responses; 88 hours
Strasser, A., 395-6132

Labor Management and Serv1ce Ad--

ministration- .

Structure and Admimstratmn of Large
Local Unions , .

LMSA 51T

Single-time

Union member and ofﬁcers, 2 040 Te-

' sponses; 646 hours

Strasser, A., 395—6132

Labor Management. and Servme Ad-
ministration .

Impact of Regulatlon on Collectxve
Bargaining in Ohio electric and gas

. utilities Lo .

LMSA 55T ~ : o

Single-time .

Selected business a.nd labor ofﬁcials
46 responses; 69 hours

Strasser, A., 395-6132

.

DEPARTMENT OF ':I.'RANSPORTATION Coo

Federal I-Iighwa.y Administration L.

Inventories: (A) System of Penalties
for Violations of Vehicle Weight
Laws; (B) System for the Issuance of
Special Permits.

Single-time

State highway. agencles, 52 responses,
104 hours -

Geiger, Susan.B., 395-5867

REVISIONS
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Employment “and Traimng Adminis-
tration

Longitudinal Manpower Survey Youth
Attitudinal Questxonnaile '

LMS-50 .

Quarterly

Participants in ETA, CETA youth pro-
gram, 2,750 responses, 438 hours

Strasser,.A., 395-6132

Employment “and Trammg Admuus
- tration
National Longitudinal Surveys, Survey

1

of Work Experience of Mature .

Women Questionnaire and Letter

MT-293B(ETA) LGT—391 and LGT—
393 - :

(Census)

Annually - '

Men aged 45-59 in 1966, 14-24 in 1966
and Women 30-44 in 1967, 11,700 re-
sponses; 4,550 hours

Strasser, A., 395-6132

’

v

EXTENSIONS
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Departmenta.i and Other’ . S
Contract Data Status Report
Monthly

NOTICES

Aerospace & electronics industry, 461

. ' responses; 3, 688 hours

Caywood DP 395-3443

.| DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Tee

Employment and Trmmng Adminis-
tration .

Application for Ahen Employment
Certlfxcatlon

MA7—50 A, B, C

On oceasion Y

Ahens seekmg admission to the United
States as immigrants, 150,000 re-
sponses; 115,000 hours

'Strasser, A., 395—6132

Davm R. mumom,
Budget and Management '
-~ Officer.

[F’R Doc 78—35053 Flled 12-15-78 8:45 am]

#

-

[4710-02'-M]“ - ‘ -
DEPARMENT OF STATE
A‘gem."y for International Da;elopmenl
ALD. RESEARCH ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Renewal —_

Dr:rmmmanom

The A.ID. Research Adv;sory Co-.

mittee performs ‘necessary and impor-
tant advisory functions in connection
with the formulation of A.ID. re-
search' policy, the appraisal of re-
search projects and in evaluating and.
providing necessary advice concerning
the progress and future potential of
Agency funded " research activities.
There continues to be a need,'for such
advisory functions. -
" Accordingly, I hereby determine,
pursuant to the provisions of Section
14(a)(1X(a) of the Federal -Advisory
Committee Act (Pub. L. 92-463) and
paragraph 7 of OMB Circular A-63
(Revised). that renewal of the Re-
search Advisory Committee for a two
year period beginning .December 24,
1978, is in'the public interest.

* Dated: November 20, 1978. -

' JoHN J. GILLIGAN,
- ‘ Administrator.

[FR Doc. 78-35068 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am)

[4910-59-M]
DEPARTMENT OF 'I'RANSPORTATION -

National Highway Traff‘ ic Safaty
. Admnmsfrahon

f

[Docket No IP77-15; Notice 21
GENERAI. MOTORS CORP.

De}uul of Petition for Inconsequential
Noncompliance * '

' This notlce denies. the "petition by
General Motors Corp. of Warren,
Michigan - (“GM” --herein) to: be

exempted from the notification and
remedy requirements of the National
Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act
(15 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.) for an appar-
ent noncompliance with 49 CFR
571,110, Motor Vehicle Safety Stand-
ard No. 110, Tire Selection and Rims
Jor Passenger Cars, The basis of the
petition was that the noncompliance is

inconsequential as it relates to motor

vehicle safety.
Notice of the petition was published
on March 27, 1978, (43 FR 12778) and

.an opportunity afforded for comment.

- Approximately 164 1977 model Pon-
tiac Pirebirds equipped with bucket
seats may carry tire inflation placards
(required by Standard No. 110) with
an incorrect seating capacity and vehi-
cle capacity weight. The placards Indi-
cate that the rear seating capacity is
three persons when the correct capac-

ity is two, that the occupant capacity

is five when actually it is four, and
that the total passenger capacity is
950 pounds when it is 800 pounds. Rec-
ommended tire sizes are given as “GR
78x15, GR.70x15"while the corrected
placard reads: “F78x14, F70x14, FR
78x15, GR 70x15.” Finally, the incor-
rect placard also carries ratings for
“bench seat vehicles” a configuration
in which the Firebird is unavailable.

. GM argued that the incorrect seat-
ing capacity noncompliance was incon-
sequential because the physical limita-
tions of the vehicle preclude the addi-
tion of a third passenger in the rear
compartment. Further, even if the ve«
hicle were loaded with an additional
150 pounds, its tire load limits would
not be exceeded. Even if the GR 78x15
tire is used, and a third passenger is

‘carried in the rear, “the maximum

load on each rear tire would be 1238
pounds which is 142 pounds less than
the maximum specified load rating”
[1380 pounds at 24 psil.

No comments were received on the
petition.

The noncompliance at issue is in re-
ality three noncompliances, albeit
with the same portion of the same
Federal Motor vehicle safety standard.

.There is the failure to provide a cor-

rect vehicle capacity welght (S4.3(a)),
to correctly designate seating capacity
(S4.3(b)), and to provide correct rec-
ommended tire size designations
(54.3(d)). Indeed, the only portion of
the required information on the plac-
ard that appears correct is the manu-
facturer’s recommended cold tire infla-
tion pressure. NHTSA is especially
concerned about the omission of tire
size designations, belleving fhat the
vehicle owner should be fully in-
formed of all recommended sizes avail-
able in order to choose a tire that
most closely meets the owner’s motor-
ing and safety needs. NHTSA also
notes that one of the two sizes listed
on the incorrect placard, GR 78x15, is
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not included on the corrected placard.
The cumulative effect of the three
noncompliances is that the placard is
incorrect in much of the information
that it provides, and, in essence, fails
to fulfill the informational function
for which it was intended. Such a fail-
ure cannot be deemed “inconsequen-
tial.” Although not necessary to a de-
cision on the merits, NHTSA notes
that the noncompliance can be easily
remedied by mailing corrected labels
to owners of the 164 vehicles involved.

Accordingly, General Motors Corp.
has not met its burden of persuasion
that the noncompliance with Standard
No. 110 herein described is inconse-
quential as it relates to motor vehicle
safety, and its petition is hereby
denied.

(Sec. 102, Pub. 1. 93-492, 88 Stat. 1470 (15
T.S.C. 1417); delegations of authority at 49
CFR 1.50 and 49 CFR 501.8.)

Issued on December 12, 1978.

MicHAEL M. FINKELSTEIN,
. AsSociate Administrator
for Rulemaking.

[FR Doc. 78-34862 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4910-59-M1

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SAFETY ADVISORY
) COMMITTEE

Notice of Public Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (P.L.
92-463, 5 U.S.C. App. I), notice is
hereby given of a meeting of the Na-
tional Highway Safety Advisory Com-
mittee to be held on January 9, 10 and
11, 1979.

On January 9 starting at 8:30 a.m. in
room 4234 of the DOT Headquarters
Building the Highway Safety Data
Task Force will meet. The members
will hear from a representive of the
National Association of Governors’
Highway Safety Representatives on
the States! activities in the area of
highway safety data collection, needs
and use. Also staff from FHWA will be
present to respond to questions on
highway safety data submitted by the
Task Force prior to the meeting.

On January 9 at 8:30 a.m. in' room.
2232 of the DOT Headquarters Build-
ing the Highway Environment Task
Force will meet. The members will
hear a review by FHWA staff on the
final report of the on-site review of
safety practices on new construction
projects; discuss a draft position on 3-
R program (Rehabilitation, Resurfac-
ing and Restoration); receive a status

" report from FHWA staff on safety in
construction zones; discuss methods

-

NOTICES

for reducing speed through use of traf-
fic marking designs; and see an FHWA
film on vehicle crashes Involving guard
rails, sfens, ete. .

The State-Federal Relations Task
Force will meet on January 9 at 2 p.an.
in room 4234 of the DOT Headquar-
ters Building. The Task Force will
review a draft of the {inal report on
site visits and discuss with NHTSA of-
ficials State financial reporting proce-
dures and problems.

At 8:30 a.m. on Janauary 10 in room
2232 of the DOT headquarters Build-
ing, the Safe Utilization of Commer-
cial Vehicles Task Force will meet.
‘The agenda will include status reports
from NHTSA staff on multi-plece
wheels, underride and speed limiting
devices for commercial vehicles. In ad-
dition, various organizations involved
in commerical vehicle safety will speak
on vehicle maintenance programs and
safety inspection programs.

At 1 pm. on January 10 in room
4234 of the DOT Headquarters Build-
ing, the Emergency Medical Services
Task Force will meet. The agenda will
include a status report on the DOT-
HEW Interagency memorandum of
understanding concerning emergency
medical services; a status report on
emergency medical services education,
information, and training; a discussion
of EMS communications; a presenta-
tion on the activities of the Mid-Atlan-
tic Emergency Medical Services Coun-
cil; and a presentation on the National
Association of Emergency Medical
Services Administrators.

On January 11 at 8:30 a.m. in room
6200 of the DOT Headquarters Bulld-
ing, 2 meeting of the full Advisory
Committee will be held. Members will
hear reports from the five Task Forces
which met during the previous two
days and a report on Vehicle Diagnos-
tic Inspection. Also any.old or new
business will be discussed.

At 2 pm. on January 11 in room
4234 of the DOT Headquarters Build-
ing, the Motorcycle-Moped Task Force
will meet. There will be a briefing by
Dr. Harry Hurt, University of South-
ern California, on the Motorcyle Acci-
dent Factors Study, and a status
report from NHTSA staff on mopeds.
(This Task Force meeting was an-
nounced previously a5 being in an-
other room. Please note the correct
room is 4234.)

Attendance Is open to the interested
public, but limited to the space availa-
ble. With the approval of the Chalr-
person, members of the public may
present oral statements at the mect-
ing. Any member of the public may
present a written statement to the
Committee at any time.”

“ This meeting is subject to the ap-
proval of the appropriate DOT offi-
cials. Additional information may be
obtained from the NHTSA Executive
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Secretary, *“Room 5215, 400 Seventh
Street, S.W., (DOT Headquarters),
Washington, D.C. 20590, telephone
202-426-2872. Issued In Washington,
D.C. on December 13, 1978.

Wirrrrast H. MaRSH,
Executive Secrelary.

{FR Doc. 78-35028 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4810-22-M]"
DEPARTMENT OF TREASURY
Customs Service
ANTIDUMPING—GOLF CARS FROM POLAND

Notice of Patifion Filed by American
Monufacturer, Producer or Yholasoler

AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service, De-
partment of the Treasury.

ACTION: Notice of petition filed by
an American manufacturer, producer
or wholesaler, pursuant to section
516(a) of the Tariff Act of 1930.

SUMMARY: This notice is to advise
the public that an American manufac-
turer has filed a petition alleging that
dumping dutles with respect to golf
cars from Poland are being assessed
“at an Improperly inadequate rate of
duty”. Interested persons are invited
to submit written comments or views.

DATE: Comments mist be received no
later than January 17, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Steven P. Kersner, Officed of Regu-
lations and Rulings, U.S. Customs
Service, 1301 Constitution Avenue,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20229 (202-
566-2938).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Pursuant to section 516(a) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended by the
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 1516(2)),
and section 175.21(a), Customs Regula-
tions (19 CFR 175.21(2)), notice is
hereby given that the Commissioner
of Customs received on August 3, 1978,
a petition filed by AMF, Incorporated
(“AMF*") and its wholly owned subsidi-

‘ary, Harley Davidson, Inc. (“Harley

Davidson”), alleging that the amount
of dumping duties assessed on imports
of electric golf cars from Poland was
too low. AMF and Harley Davidson are
American manufacturers of electric
and gasoline golf cars which are of the
same class or kind of merchandise as
the golf cars which are the subject of
the dumping finding. .

On May 9, 1978, the Customs Service
issued a master list which provided the
basls for assessing dumping duties on

electric golf cars exported from

Poland from June 30 through Decem-
ber 31, 1975, in connection with the
{inding of dumping on such merchan-
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dise (T.D.: 75-288).

58878

Some dumping
duties have, as a result, been assessed.
It is asserted by AMF and Harley

Davidson that no adjustments should:

have been made to the sales price by
Marathon, the Canadian producer and
seller of golf cars, which price was
used to establish the foreign market
value of Polish golf cars, in accordance
with section 205(c) of the Antidump-
ing Act, 1921, as amended (19 U.S.C.
164(c)). The adjustmehts made were

for economies of scale attributed to

* the Polish producer, and for an infla-

tion factor. It is also asserted that

prices of U.S. produced golf cars

should have been utilized as the basis
for computing foreign market value.

Before a declsion is .made with
regard to this petition, consideration
will be given to any relevant data,
views or arguments submitted in writ-
ing. Submissions should be addressed
to the Commissioner of Customs, 1301
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20229, in time to be received
by his office not later than January
17, 1979. . )

Written submissions will be available

"for public inspection, in accordance

with §103.8(b), Customs Regulations
(19 CFR 103.8(b)), at the Classifica-
tion and Value Division, Headquarters,
U.S. Customs Service, Washington,
D.C,, during regular business hours.

This notice is being published pursu-
ant to section 516(a) of the Tariff Act
of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1516(a)) and section
175.21(a), - Customs Regulations (19
CFR 175.21(a)).

G. R. DICKERSON,
Acting Commzsszoner
. of Customs.

Approved: December 5, 1978.

HEeNRY C. STOCKELL, JT., '
Acting General Counsel
of the Treasury.

[FR Doc. 78-35073 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4810-35-M]
Fiscal Service

[Dept. Circ. 570, 1978 Rev., Supp. No. 7]
SAFECO NATIONAL INSURANCE CO:

Surety Companies Acceptable on Federal

Bonds .
)

A certificate of authority as an ac-
ceptable surety of Federal bonds is
hereby issued to the following compa-
ny under Sections 6 to 13 of Title 6 of
the United States Code. An underwrit-
ing limitation of $1,157,000 has been
established for the company.
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Name of Company, Business Address, and
State in Which Incorporated

SAFECO National Insurance Company,
Safeco Plaza, Seattle, Washington 98185,
Missouri.”

’

Certificates of authonty expire on

June 30 each year, unless sooner.re-
voked, and new certificates are issued
on July 1 so long as the companies
remain qualified (31 CFR Part 223). A

list of qualified companies is published

annually as of July 1 in Department
Circular 570, with details as to under-
writing limitations, areas in which li-
censed to transact surety business and
other information. Copies of the'circu-
lar, when issued, may be obtained
from the Audit Staff, Bureau of Gov-
ernment Financial Operations, De-
partment of the Treasury, Washing-
ton, D.C. 20226.

Dated: December 11, 1978.

. D.A. PAGLIAI,
Commzsszonen Bureau of Gov-
ernment  Financial - Oper-
ations. ’ '

[FR Doc. 78-35084 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4810-40-M]

[Department Circular Publ'ic Debt Series—
No. 29-78]
SERIES W-1980
Treasury Notes of December 31; 1980
DECEMEBER 14, 1978.

1. INVITATION FOR TENDERS

1 1. The Secretary of the Tredsury,
under the authority of the Second Lib-
erty Bond Act, as amended, invites
tenders for approximately

- $2,500,000,000 of United States securi-

ties, designated Treasury Notes of De-
cember 31, 1980, Series W-1980
(CUSIP No. 912827 JG 8). The securi-
ties will be sold at auction with bid-
ding on the basis of yield. Payment
will be required at the price equivalent
of the bid yield of each accepted
tender. The interest rate on the securi-
ties and the price equivalent of each
accepted bid will be determined in the
manner described below. Additional
amounts 'of these securities may be
issued to Government accounts-and
Federal Reserve Banks for their own
account in exchange -for maturing
Treasury securities. Additional
amounts may also be issued for cash to

‘Federal Reserve Banks as agents of

foreign and international monetary
authorities.

2. DESCRIPTION OF SECURITIES
2.1. The sectrities will be dated Jan-

uary 2, 1979, and will bear “interest -

from' that date, payable on a semian-
.nual basis on June 30, 1979, and each
subsequent 6 months on December 31

+

and June 30, until the prirncipal be-
comes payable. They will mature De-
cember 31, 1980, and will not be sub-
ject to call for redemption prior to ma-
turity.

2.2. The income derived from the se-
curities is subject to all taxes imposed
under the Internal Revenue Code of
1954, The securities are subject to
estate, inheritance, gift or other excise
taxes, whether Federal or State, but

-are exempt from all taxation now or

hereafter imposed on the principal or
interest thereof by any State, any pos-
session of the United States, or any
local taxing authority.

2.3. The securities will be acceptable
to secure deposits of public monies.
They will not be acceptable in pay-
ment of taxes.

2.4. Bearer securities with interest
coupons attached, and securities regis«
tered as to principal and interest, will
be issued in denominations of $5,000,
$10,000, $100,000, and $1,000,000.
Book-entry securities will be available
to eligible bidders in multiples of those
amounts. Interchanges of securities of

.different denominations and of cou-

pons, registered and book-entry securi-
ties, and the transfer of registered se-
curities will be permitted.

2.5. The Department of the Treas

" ury’s general regulations governing -

United States securities apply to the
securities offered in this circular.
These general regulations include
those currently in effect, as well as
those that may be issued at a later
date.

3. SALE PROCEDURES

3.1, Tenders will be received at Fed-
eral Reserve Banks and Branches and
at the Bureau of the Public Debt, '
Washington, D.C. 20226, up to 1:30-
p.m., Eastern Standard time, Tuesday,
December 19, 1978. Noncompetitive
tenders as defined below will be con-
sidered timely if postmarked no later
than Monday, December 18, 1978,

3.2. Bach tender must state the face
amount of securities bid for. The mini«
mum bid is $5,000 and larger bids must
be in multiples of that amount. Com-
petitive tenders must also show the

- yield desired, expressed in terms of an

annual yield with two decimals, e.g.,
7.11%. Common fractions may not be
used. Noncompetitive tenders must

“show the term “noncompetitive” on

the tender form in lieu of a specified
yield. No bidder may submit more
than one noncompetitive tender and
the amount may not exceed
$1,000,000.

3.3. All bidders must certify that
they have not made and will hot make
any agreements for the sale or pur-
chase of any securities of this issue
prior to the deadline established in
Section 3.1. for receipt of tenders.
Those authorized to submit tenders

-



for the account of customers will be
required to certify that such tenders
‘are submitted under the same condi-
tions, agreements, and certifications as
tenders submitted directly by bidders
for their owm accounts. -.

3.4. Commercial banks, which for
this purpose are defined. as banks ac-
cepting demand deposits, and primary
dealers, which for this purpose are de-
fined as dealers who make primary
markets in Government securities and
report daily to the Federal Reserve
Bank "of New York their positions in
and borrowings on such securities,
may submit tenders for account of cus-
tomers if the names of the customers
and the.amount for each customer are

" furnished. Others are only permitted

to submit tenders for their own ac-
count.

3.5. Tenders will be received without
deposit for their own account from
commercial banks and other banking
institutions; primary dealers, as de-
fined above; Federally-insured savings
and loan associations; States, and their
political subdivisions or instrumental-
ities; public pension and retirement

. and other public funds; international

organizations in which the TUnited
States holds memberships; foreign
central banks and foreign states; Fed-
eral Reserve Banks;, and Government
accounts. Tenders from others must
be accompanied by a deposit of 5% of
the face amount of securities applied
for (in the form of cash, maturing
Treasury securities or readily collect-
ible checks), or by a guarantee of such
deposit by a commercial bank or a pri-
mary dealer.

3.6. Immediately after the closing
hour, tenders will be opened, followed
by a public announcement of the
amount and yield range of accepted
bids. Subject to the reservations ex-

_ pressed in Section 4, noncompetitive
fenders will be accepted in full, and
then competitive tenders will be ac-
cepted, starting with those at the
lowest yields, through successively
higher yields to the extent required to

attain the amount offered. Tenders at-

the highest accepted yield will be pro-
rated if necessary. After the determi-
nation is made as to which tenders are
accepted, a coupon rate will be estab-

- lished, on the basis of a ¥ of one per-

cent increment, which results in an
equivalent average accepted price
close to 100.000 and a lowest accepted
price above the original issue discount
limit of 99.750. The rate of interest
will be paid on a1l of the securities.
Based on such: interest rate, the price
on edch competitive tender allotted
will be determined and each successful
competitive bidder will be required to
pay the price equivalent to the yield
bid. Those submitting noncompetitive
tenders will pay the price equivalent
to the weighted - average yield of ac-

NOTICES

cepted competitive tenders. Price cal-
culations will be carried to the three
decimal places on the basis per hun-
dred, e.g., 99.923, and the determina-
tions of the Secretary of the Treasury
shall be final. If the amount of non-
competitive tenders received would
absorb all or most of the offering,
competitive tenders will be accepted in
an amount sufficient to provide a fair
determination of the yield. Tenders re-
ceived from Government accounts and
Federal Reserve Banks will be accept-
ed at the price equivalent to the

. weighted average ylield of accepted

competitive tenders.

3.7. Competitive bidders will be ad-
vised of the acceptance or rejection of
their tenders. Those submitting non-

"competitive tenders will only be noti-

fied if the tender is not accepted in
full, or when the price is over par.

4. RESERVATIONS

4.1. The Secretary of the Treasury
expressly reserves the right to.accept
or reject any or all tenders in whole or
in part,.to allot more or less than the

. amount of securities specified In Sec-

tion 1, and to make different percent-
age allotments to various classes of ap-
plicants when the Secretary considers
it in the public interest. The Secre-
tary's action under this Section Is
final.

5. PAYMENT AND DELIVERY

5.1. Settlement for allotted securities
must be made or completed on or
before Tuesday, January 2, 1979, at
the Federal Reserve Bank or Branch
or at the Bureau of the Public Debt,
wherever the tender was submitted.
Payment must be in cash; In other
funds immediately available to the
Treasury; in Treasury bills, notes or
bonds (with all coupons detached) ma-
turing on or before the settlement
date but which are not overdue as.de-
fined in the general regulations gov-
erning United States securities; or by
check drawn to the order of the Insti-
tution to which the tender was submit-
ted, which must be received at such in-
stitution no later than:

(a) Wednesday, December 27, 1978,
if the check is drawn on a bank in the
Federal Reserve District of the institu-
tion to which the check is submitted
(the Fifth Federal Reserve District in
case of the Bureau of the Public
Debt), or

. {b) Tuesday, December 26, 1978, {{
the check is drawn on a bank in an-
other Federal Reserve district.

. Checks received after the dates set
forth in the preceding sentence will
not be accepted unless they are pay-
able at the applicable ¥Federal Reserve
Bank, Payment will not be considered
complete where registered securities
are requested if the appropriate iden-
tifying number as.required on tax re-
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turns and other documents submitted
to the Internal Revenue Service (an
individual’s social security number or
an employer identification number) is
not furnished. When payment is made
in securities, a cash adjustment will be
made to or required of the bidder for
any difference between the face
amount of securities presented and
the amount payable on the securities
allotted. )

5.2. In every case where full pay-
ment isxnot completed on time, the de-
posit submitted with the tender, up to
5 percent of the face amount of securi-
ties allotted, shall, at the discretion of
the Secretary of the Treasury, be for-
feited to the United States.

5.3. Registered securities tendered as
deposits and in payment for allotted
seciirities are not required to be as-
signed If the new securities are to be
registered in the same names and
forms as appear in the registrations or
assignments of the securities surren-
dered. When the new securities are to -
be registered in names and forms dif-
ferent from those in the inscriptions
or assignments of the securities pre-
sented, the assignment should be to
“The Secretary of the Treasury for
(securities offered by this circular) in
the name of (name and taxpayer iden-
tifying number).” If new securities in
coupons form are desired, the assign-
ment should be to “The Secretary of
the Treasury for coupon (securifies of-
fered by this circular) to bé delivered
to (name and address)” Specific
instructions for the issuance and deliv-
ery of the new securities, signed by
the owner or authorized representa-
tive, must accompany the securities
presented. Securities tendered in pay-
ment should be surrendered to the
Federal Reserve Bank or Branch or to
the Bureau of the Public Debt, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20226. *The securities
must be delivered at the expense and
risk of the holder.

5.4. If bearer securities are not ready
for delivery on the settlement date,
puchasers may elect to receive interim
certificates. These certificates shall be
issued in bearer form and shall be ex-
changeable for definitive securities of
this issue, when such securities are
available, at any PFederal Reserve
Bank or Branch or at the Bureau of
the Public Debt, Washington, D.C.
20226. The interim certificates must
be returned at the risk and expense of
the holder.

6.5. Delivery of securities in regis-
tered form will be made after the re-
quested form of registration has been
validated, the registered interest ac-
count has been established, and the se-
curities have been inscribed.

6. GENERAL PROVISIONS

6.1. As fiscal agents of the United
States, Federal Reserve Banks are au-

'
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thorized and requested- to receive
tenders, to make allotments as direct-
ed by-the Secretary of the Treasury,
to issue such notices as may be neces-
sary, to receive payment for and make
delivery of securities on full-paid allot-
ments, and to-issue interim certificates
pending dehvery of the definitive secu-
rities.

6.2, The Secreta.ry of the Treasury
may at any time issue supplemental or
amendatory rules and regulations gov-
erning the offering. Public announce-
ment of such-changes will be promptly
provided.

Paur H. TAYLOR,
Fiscal Asszstant Secretary.

‘SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT
The announcement set forth above

> does not meet the Department’s crite- -

ria for significant regulations and, ac-
cordingly, may be published without
compliance with the Departmental
procedures applicable to 'such regula
tions.

[FR Doc. 78-35150 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[4810-40-M]
Office of ‘lhe Secrel;:ry

[Depart,ment Circula.r Publlc Debt Series—
No. 30-78] .

SERIES L-1982
' Treasury Notes of December 31, 1982

DECEMBER 14, 1978.
1. INVITATION FOR TENDERS

1. 1, The Secretary of the Treasury,
under the authority of the Second Lib-
erty bond Act, as amended, invites
tenders . for — approximately
$2,500,000,000 of the United States se-
curities, designated Treasury Notes of
December 31, 1982, Series' 1.-1982
(CUSIP No. 912827 JH 6). The securi-
ties will be sold at auction with bid-
ding on the basis of yield. Payment
will be required at the price equivalent
of the bid yield of each accepted
tender. The interest rate on the securi-

ties and the price equivalent of each.

accepted bid will be determined in the
manner described below. Additional

amounts of these securities may be -

issued to Government accounts  and
Federal Reserve Banks for their own
account in exchange for maturing
Treasury securities. Additional
amounts may also be issued for cash to
Federal Reserve Banks as agents of
foreign and international monetary
authorities. .

. 2. DESCRIPTION OF Sr::c’tmrrms :

2. 1. The securities will be dated Jan-
. uary 2, 1979, and will .bear interest

NOTICES

from that date, payable on a semian-
nual basis on June 30, 1979, and each
subsequent 6 months on December 31
and June 30, until the principal be-
comes payable. They will mature De-
cember 31, 1982, and will not be sub-
ject to call for redemption prior to ma-
turity.

2. 2. The income derived from the se-
curities is subject to all taxes imposed
under the Internal Revenue Code of
1954. The securities are subject to

.estate, inheritance, gift or other excise

taxes, whether Federal or State, but
are exempt from all taxation now or
hereafter imposed on the principal or
interest thereof by any State, any pos-
session of the United States, or any

~ local taxing authority.

2. 3. The securities will be-acceptable
to secure deposits of public monies.
They will not be acceptable in pay-
ment of taxes. :

2.4. Bearer securities with interest
coupons attached, and securities regis-
tered as to principal and interest, will
_ be issued in denominations of $1,000,
" $5,000, $10,000, $100,000, and
$1,000,000. Book—entr_y securities will
be available to eligible bidders in mul-
tiples of those amounts. Interchanges
of securities of different denomina-

 tions and of coupon, registered and

book-entry securities, and the transfer
of registered securities will be permit-
- ted.

2. 5. The Department of the Treas-
ury’s general regulations governing
United States securities apply to the
securities offered in this circular.
These general regulations include
those currently in effect, as well as
those that may be issued at a later
date.

3. SALE PROCEDURES

3. 1. Tenders will be received at Fed-
eral Reserve Banks and Branches and
at the Bureau of the Public Debt,
Washington, D.C. 20226, up to 1:30
p.m., Eastern Standard time, Wednes-
day, December 20, 1978. Noncompeti-
tive tenders as defined below will be

considered timely if postmarked no-

lla.ter than Tuesday, December 19,
978

3. 2. Each tender must state the face
amount of securities bid for. The mini-
mum bid is $1,000 and larger bids must
be in multiples of that amount. Com-
petitive tenders must also show the

vield desired, expressed in terms of an

‘annual yield with two decimals, e.g.,

7.11%. Common fractions may not be
used. Noncompetitive tenders must
show the term “noncompetitive” on
the tender form in lieu of a specified
yield. No bidder may submit more
than one noncompetltlve tender and
the amount may - not exceed

7 $1,000,000.

3. 3. All bidders must certxfy that
they ha.ve not made and-will not make

any. agreements for the sale or pur-
chase of any securities of this issue
prior to the deadline established in
Section 3.1. for receipt of tenders.
Those authorized to submit tenders
for the account of customers will be
required to certify that such tenders
are submitted under the same condi.
tions, agreements, and certifications as
tenders submitted directly by bidders
for their own account.

3. 4. Commercial banks, which for
this purpose are defined as banks ac-
cepting demand deposits, and primary
dealers, which for this purpose are de-«
fined as dealers who make primary
markets in Government securities and
report daily to the Federal Reserve
Bank of New York their positions in
and borrowings on such securitics,

- may-submit tenders for account of cus- ,

tomers if the names of the cuistomers
and the amount for each customer atre
furnished. Others are only permitted
to submit tenders for their own ac-
count.

3. 5. Tenders will be received without
deposit for their own account from
commercial banks and other banking
institutions; primary dealers, as de-
fined above; Federally-insured savings
and loan associations; States, and their
political subdivisions or instrumental-
ities; public pension and retirement
and other public funds; international
organizations in which the United
States holds membership; foreign cen-
tral banks and foreign states; Federal
Reserve Banks; and Government ac-
counts. Tenders from others must be
accompéanied by a deposit of §% of the
face amount of securities applied for
(in the form of cash, maturing Treas-
ury securities or readily collectible
checks), or by a guarantee of such de-
posit by a commercial bank or a prima«
ry dealer.

3. 6. Immediately after the closing
hour, tenders will be opened, followed
by a public announcement of the
amount and yield range of accepted
bids. Subject to the reservations ex-
pressed in Section 4, noncompéetitive
tenders will ‘be accepted In full, and
then competitive tenders will be ac-
cepted, starting with those at the
lowest yields, through successively
higher hields to the extent required to
attain the amount offered. Tenders at
the highest accepted yield will be pro-
rated if necessary. After the determi-
nation is made as to which tenders are
accepted, a coupon rate will be estab-
lished, on the basis of a % of one per-
cent increment, which results in an
equivalent average accepted price
close to 100.000 and a lowest accepted
price above the original issue discount
limit of 99.250. That rate of interest
will be paid oni all of the securities.
Based on such interest rate, the price
on each competitive tender allotted
will be determined and each successful
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competitive bidder will be required to
pay the price equivalent to the yield
bid. Those submitting noncompetitive
tenders will pay the price equivalent
to the weighted average yield of ac-
cepted competitive tenders. Price cal-
culations will be carried to three deci-
mal places on the basis of price per
hundred, e.g., 99.923, and the determi-
nations of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury shall be final. If the amount of
noncompetitive tenders received would
absorb all or most of the offering,
competitive tenders will be accepted in
an amount sufficient to provide a fair
determination of the yield. Tenders re-
ceived from Government accounts and
Federal Reserve Banks will be accept-
ed- at the price equivalent to the
weighted average yield of accepted
competitive tenders.

3. 7. competitive bidders will be ad-
vised of the acceptance or rejection of
their tenders. Those submitting non-
competitive tenders will only be noti-
fied if the tender is not accepted in
full, or when the price is over par.

4. RESERVATIONS

4. 1. The Secretary of the Treasury
expressly reserves the right to accept
or reject any or all tenders in whole or

- in part, to allot more or less than the

amount of securities specified in Sec-
tion 1, and to make different percent-
age allotments to various classes of ap-
plicants when the Secretary considers
it in the public interest. The Secre-
tary’s action under this Section is
final.

5. PAYMENT AND DELIVERY

5. 1. Settlement for allotted securi-
ties must be made or-completed on or
before Tuesday, January 2, 1979, at
the Federal Reserve Bank or Branch
or at the Bureau of the Public Debt,
wherever the tender was submitted.
Payment must be in cash; in other
funds immediately available to the
Treasury; in Treasury bills, notes or
bonds (with all coupons detached) ma-
turing on or before the settlement
date but which are not overdue as de-
fined in the general regulations gov-
erning United States securities; or by
check drawn to the order of the insti-
tution to which the tender was submit-
ted, which must be received at such in-
stitution no later than:

(a) Wednesday, December 27, 1978,
if the check is drawn on a bank in the
Federal Reserve District of the institu-
tion to which the check is submitted
(the Fifth Federal Reserve District in
case of the Bureau of the Public
Debt), or :

NOTICES

able at the applicable Federal Reserve
Bank. Payment will not be considered
complete where registered securities
are requested if the appropriate iden-
tifying number as required on tax re-
turns and other documents submitted
to the Internal Revenue Service (an
individual's social security number or
an employer identification number) is
not furnished. When payment is made
in securities, a cash adjustment will be
made to or required of the bidder for
any difference between the face
amount of securities presented and
the amount payable on the securities
allotted.

5. 2. In every case where full pay-
ment is not completed on time, the de-
posit submitted with the tender, up to
5 percent of the face amount of securi-
ties allotted, shall at the discretion of
the Secretary of the Treasury, be for-
feited to the United States.

5. 3. Registered securities tendered
as deposits and in payment for allot-
ted securities are not required to be as-

‘signed if the new securities are to be

registered in the same names and
forms as appear in the registrations or
assignments of the securities surren-
dered. When the new securities are to
be registered in names and forms dif-
ferent from those in the inscriptions
or assignments of the securities pre-
sented, the assignment should be “The
Secretary of ‘the Treasury for (securi-
ties offered by this circular) in the
name of (name and taxpayer identify-
ing number).” If new securities In
coupon form are desired, the assign-
ment should be to “The Secretary of
the Treasury for coupon (securities of-
fered by this circular) to be delivered
to (name - and address).” Specific
instructions for the issuance and deliv-
ery of the new securities, signed by
the owner or authorized representa-
tive, must accompany the securities
presented. Securities tendered in pay-
ment should be surrendered to the
Federal Reserve Bank or Branch or to
the Bureau of the Public Debt, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20226. The securities
must be delivered at the expense and
risk of the holder.

5. 4. If bearer securities are not
ready for delivery on the settlement
date, purchasers may elect to receive
interim certificates. These certificates
shall be issued in bearer form and
shall be exchangeable for definitive se-
curities of this issue, when such securi-
ties are available, at any Federal Re-
serve Bank or Branch or at the
Bureau of the Public Debt, Washing-
tond, D.C. 20226. The interim certifi-

(b) Tuesday, December 26, 1978, if .cates must be returned at the risk and

the check is drawn on 4 bank in an-
other Federal Reserve District.

Checks received after the dates set
forth in the preceding sentence will
not be accepted unless they are pay-

expense of the holder.

5. 5. Delivery of securities in regis-
tered form will be made after the re-
quested form of registration has been

validated, the registered interest ac-
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count has been established, and the se-
curities have been inscribed.

6. GENERAL PROVISIONS

6. 1. As {iscal agents of the United
States, Federal Reserve Banks are au-
thorized and requested fo receive
tenders, to make allotments as direct-~
ed by the Secretary of the Treasury,
to issue such notices as may be neces-
sary, to receive payment for and make
dellvery of securities on full-paid allot-
ments, and to issue interim certificates
pending delivery of the definitive secu-
rities.

6. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury
may at any time issue supplemental or
amendatory rules and regulations gov-
erning the offering. Public announce-
ment of such changes will be promptly
provided.

PAuL H. TAYLOR,
Fiscal Assistant Secretary.

SUPPLEMENTARY STATEMENT
The announcement set forth above does

,not meet the Department’s criteria for sig-

nificant regulations and, accordingly, may
be published without compliance with the
Departmental procedures applicable to such
regulatlons.

[FR Doc. 78-35151 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]}

[8320-01-M]
VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
IMPROVING GOVERNMENT REGULATIONS
Semlannual Agenda of Regulations
AGENCY: Veterans Administration.

ACTION: Semiannual notice of
agenda of regulations, significant and
nonsignificant, under development or
review.

SUMMARY: This agenda announces
the regulations, both significant and
nonsignificant, that the Veterans Ad-
ministration will have under develop-
ment and review during the 6-month
period from December 18, 1978
through June 17, 1979. The Veterans
Administration’s purpose in publishing
this agenda is to give the public notice
for comment on those regulations
under development or review during
this 6-month period.

DATE: Comments must be received on
or before February 16, 1979.

ADDRESS FOR COMMENTS: Ad-
ministrator of Veterans Affairs (2714),
Veterans Administration, 810 Vermont
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20420.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Mr. W. E. Stewart, Management
Services (61), 810 Vermont Avenue
NW., Washington, D.C. 20420, 202-
389-3770. .
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Annrnomu. Commm INFORMATION

Comments should be’ addressed to
Administrator of Veterans Affairs
- (271A), Veterans Administration, 810
Vermont .Avenue NW., Washington,
D.C. 20420. All written comments will
be available for public inspection until
February 26, 1979, at the above ad-
dress; rocom 132 between the hours of
8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Monday through
Friday (except holidays). Persons visit-
ing the VA Central Office for the pur-

pose of inspectir_xg any such comments-

NOTICES

will be received by the Central Office
Veterans Services Unit (271A) in room
‘132. Persons visiting® or calling VA
Tield stations will be informed that the
records -are available for inspection
only in Central Office. .

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION .
Executive Order 12044, “Improving
Government Regulations” _requires
that executive -agencies publish in the
FeEDERAL. REGISTER a semiannual
agenda’ of regulations under develop-
ment and review. In the FEDERAL REG-

-

1sTER of Monday, October 2, 1978, the
VA ‘announced that its semiannual
agenda would be published on Decem-
ber 18, 1978, and June 18, 1979. The
Veterans Administration’s next semi-
annual agenda of regulations will be
published in the June 18, 1979, issue of

the FEDERAL REGISTER.

' Approved: December 13, 1978.

MAx CLELAND,
Administrator
of Veterans’ Affairs.

. . + T . ‘
SIGNIFICANT REGULATIONS PROPOSED OR UNDER DEVELOPMENT

Legal Authority

‘

Title

Brief Description

Knowledgeable
Officlal

Pub. L. 95-476, Veterans Housing Payment of Plot Allowance and Re- Pays $150 plot allowance to state government T. H. Spindle, (202) 389-3005

Beneflts Act of 1978, 10-18-78.

imbursement for Cost of a - Non-
Govemment Headstone.

ical subdivision.

or political subdivision if veteran is buried
without charge in cemetery of state or polit-

Pub. L. 95-479, Veterans' Disability Disability, DIC, funera.l. and burial Increases compensation and DIC. rates and T. H. Spindle, (202) 389-3005

Compensation and Survivors’ Bene- expense increaSes. Provision of  varfous allowances.
{its Act of 1978, 10-18-178. DIC benefits to surviving spouses ' - -
and children of certain totally dis-
-abled veterans.
Pub, L. 95-588 Veterans’ and Survi- Improved PensionProgram ................ Ixtabushes new pensfon program that guaran. T. H. Spindle, (202) 389-3005

vors’ Pension Improvement Act of
1918, 11-4-78.

Act of 1977, 11-23-’1’1

e - Assistance Act. ¢ -

tees pensioner an Income level above pover-
EP ty. Assures that VA pension benefits will not
- - . "be reduced solely as a result of a COL'in-
! * _crease in social security benefits.
Pub. L. 95-202, G.I. Bill Improvement G.I. Bill Improvement Act and Post- To amend and augment appropriate VAR's to June C. Schaeffer, (202) 389-2002

_tion Loan Program.

‘Vietnam Era Veterans Educational implement provisions of G.I. Bill Improve- .
ment Act of 1977 and Adjustment of Educa-~

Pub. L. 94-502, Veterans' Education Post-Vietnam Era Veterans' "Educa- To provide joint capital DoD/VA regulations June C. Schaeffer, (202) 389-2092

and Employment Assistance Act -of
1976, 10-15-176.

tional Assistance. v

to implement those provisions of Pub. L. 94~
.. 502 which concern a new voluntary educa-
- tion program for service members and veter-

Pub. L. 94-581 Veterans' Omnibus Grants to States for Construction of Revlsion of 6100 series of regulations to imple- Harold Graber, (202) 389-3064

Health Care Act of 1976, 10-21-76.
Pub, L. 95-62 State Veterans’ Home
Assistance Improvement Act of
1971, 1-5-11.

State Home Facilities.

ment Pub, L. 94-581 and Pub. L. 95-62.

Pub. L. 95-521 Ethics In Govemment Financial .Dlsclosure for Executive Will require Federal employees in grades GS- Laverne L. Buan, (202) 389-3793
16 and above to.disclose in great detail each
" year their income, assets, debts, any gifts

Act of 1978, 10-28-78, Personnel.

worth nore than $250 not from their rela-

tives and  considerable other financial 1nfor- R

amation,

Pub. L. 95-563 Contra.ct Dispubes Act Appea.ls Irom Decisions of Contract- Will expand the juris@iction of the agency Patricia Malloy, (202) 275-1750
- Board of Contract Appeals and establish
‘ new procedural requirements for the proc-

« of 1978, 11-1-78

ing Officers

essing of appeals..

Pub. L. 93- 112 Rehabilitation Act of Nondiscrimination on the Basls of Implements Sec. 504 of Pub. L. 93-112 in as- Charles B, VanStone, (202) 380-3372

1973, 9-26-73.

Handicap in Programs and Activi-

suring that federally assisted programs and

ties Recelving or Benefiting from - ' activitles .are operated without discrimina-

- Federal Financial Assistance.

tion on the basis of handicap.

SIGNIFICANT REGULATIONS SCHEDULED FOR REVIEW

CFR Section Title | L, Brief Description +  Knowledgable
' Official
38 CFR 21,4201 cisvsinierssesssesssssensnsnsssasasaser Education—Restrictions” on Enroll- Reduces the number of reports required from June C. Schaeffer, (202) 38942092
ment-Percentage of -Students Re- schools to show that.their courses comply .
celving Financial Support. with the 85-15% ratio requirement.
38 CFR 21.421717.... ... Education—Discontinuance— .. To eliminate necessity for some educational June C. Schaeffer, (202) 389-2092

duct. .
38 CFR 21.4252(g) .........

- cational Courses

Unsatisfactory Progress and Con-

institutions to maintain separate standm-ds

of progress for veterans-students. = A

- ployment survey.'

evsessanses Ediication—Courses Pxecluded—-Vo— To- reduce the number of reports required June C. Schaeffer, (202) 380-2002
' X from schools in connection with 50% ém-

'
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. SIGNIFICANT REGULATIONS SCHEDULED rorR REview—Continued

- CFR Section

Title

Brief Description

Knowledgable
Official

"38 CFR 21.4280.......

such courses,
38 CFR 36. 4300-36.4393 «.vsesrseessossseneses 02N Guaranty—Guaranty or Insur. Sets forth basic requirements for loan origina.

ance of Home Loans to Veterans, tion, loan service, and loan termination of

Edu&mon—lndependenﬁ Study

To amend and augment the regulation in June C. Schaeffer, (202) 389-2092
order to provide definition of independent

study courses and subjects as well as combl-
natlon courses Involving Independent study;
and to provide (nstructions for measuring

George D. Moerman, (202) 389-3042

VA guzranteed and insured home and con-
dominium loans, and specifies the rights,
duties and obligations of velerans, lenders,
holders, bullders and other entities engaged
in activitics relating to the VA guaranteed .

and {nsured loan programs.

NON-SIGNIFICANT REGULATIONS SCHEDULED POR REVIEW

38 CFR 2.4 : . Del

N Paid Advertising for Use in Re- forts.

crultment.

tion of Authority to order To coordinate agencywide pald recruitment ef- Sam Dowdy, (202) 389-2539 -

38 CFR 0.735-1 through 0.735-85......... Standards of Ethical Conduct and To provide uniform guldelines which ensure Laverne Bunn, (202) 389-3793

Related Responsibilities.,

»

Investigation

that government business

Is performed

properly, that citizens maintain confidence
in thelr government, ahd that employees
and special government employees In the
VA maintain the highest possible standards
of honesty, Integrity, Impartiality and con-

duct.

38 CFR 1.450-1.455

Covers fnvestigation pollcies, jurisdiction, and Willlam L. Rettew, (202) 389-3093

regulations pertaining to Central Office In-
. vestigations.
38 CFR 1.10 Veterans Assistance-US. Fleg for Governs disposition of U.5. flags available for William Hardwick, (202) 389-2813
Burial Purposes. veterans burials,
38 CFR 13, 1-13 111 carrnsensmsssrorsosoron ... Veterans Assistance-DVB Fiduclary Administration of benefits due to incompetent Charles P. Lee, (202) 389-3643
Activities, adult beneficiaries or minors.

38 CFR 18.1-18.13, 182.1-18a.5, 18b.1~ Veterans Assistance-Civil Rights....... Outlines VA's responsibility in ehforcing non- Melvin T. Jackson, (202) 389-2095

18b.95. discrimination in federally assisted pro-
* ' grams/effectuation of Title VI, Civil Rights
- Act of 1964.
“ [FR Doc. 78-35071 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[8320-01-M]. : being met or a provision of the law has lished only once. This list contains
. been violated. All interested persons prospective assigments only and does
shall be permitted to attend, appear not include cases previously assigned
STATION COMMITTEE ON EDUCATIONAL before, or file statements with the hearing dates. The hearings will be on
ALLOWANCES committee at that time and place. the issues as presently reflected in the
Meehng N KEenNErH E. McDONALD, Official Docket. of the Commission. An

Notlce is hereby glven pursuant to
Section V, Review® Procedure and
Hearing Rules, Station Committee on
Educational Allowances that on Janu-
ary 12, 1979, at 1:00 p.m., the Winston-
Salem Veterans Administration Re-
gional Office Station Committee on
Educational Allowances shall-at Room
609, Federal Building, 251 North Main
Street, Winston-Salem, North Caroli-
na, conduct a hearing to determine
whether Veterans Administration
benefits to all eligible persons enrolled
in K & W Aviation, Inc., Goldsboro,
North Carolina, should be discontin-
ued, as provided in 38 CFR 21.4207, be-
cause a requirement of law is not

Director.
Dacx-:hmx-:n 11, 1978.

{FR Doc. 78-35069 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice No. 7581
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARING

DEeceMsER 13, 1978.
Cases assigned for hearing, post-
ponement, cancellation or oral argu-
ment appear below and will be pub-

attempt will be made to publish no- -
tices of cancellation of hearings as
promptly as possible, but interested
parties should take appropriate steps
to insure that they are notified of can-
cellation or postponements of hearings
in which they are interested. No
amendments will be entertained after
the date of this publication.

MC-144640 (Sub-No. 2F), Agricultural Serv-
{ces Assoclation, Inc., now assigned for
- hearing on January 18, 1979, (2 days), in
room no. 635, Post Office Building, 6th &
Broadway, Louisville, K¥.

MC 102616 (Sub-No. 948F), Coastal Tank
Lines, Inc., now being assigned for contin-
ued hearing on February 6, 1979, at the
Offlces of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, DC.
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MC 78228 (Sub-No. 79F), J. Miller Express,
Inc., now assigned January 25, 1979, at
Chicago TL, is cancelled and transfered to
modified procedure.

MC 134068 (Sub-No. 39F), Kodiak Refriger-
ated Lines, Inc., now assigned for hearing
on-January 29, 1979 at San Francisco, CA
is postponed indefinitely.

No. MC 144170, Nationwide Truck Lines,
Inc,;" now being-assigned for continued
hearing on January 3, 1979, at the Offices
of the Interstate Commerce Commxssion,
Washington, D.C. ’

No. MC 135874 (Sub-No. 114F), LTL Perl- .‘

shables, Inec., now assigned for hearing on -

NOTICES

- ary 9; 1979, at Orlando, Floride, is post-
poned to February 6, 1979 (9 days), at Or-

lando, Florida, in a hearing room to be

later designated.

No. MC-136109 (Sub-No. 1F),-Hetem Bros., -

Ine.,, now being- assigned for continued
hearing on January 4, 1979 (2 days), at
XNew York, N.Y., in Room E-2222, Federal
Building, 26 Federal Plaza.

No. MC 19553 (Sub-No." 39F), Knox Motor
- Service, Inc., now being assigned for hear-
ing .on January 15, 1979 (1 week), at Chi-
cago, Illinois, in Room No. 350, 230 South
Dearborn Street. . .

January 15, 1979, at St. Paul, Minn,, is* No. MC 134286 (Sub-No. 63F), Illini Express,

postponed indefmitely. -

No. MC-C-10038, A & H Truck Line, Inc Et
Al. v: Overnite Transportation Company,
now assignied for hearing on Ja,nuary 18,
1979, at Louisville, Kentucky is postponed
indeﬁnitely.

No. MC 98291 (Sub-No. 3F). XKunkle Trans-
fer & Storage Co., now assigned for hear-
ing on January 30, 1979, at Phoenix, Ari-
zona is postponed indefinitely. o

No, MC 138144 (Sub-No. 27F), Fred Olson
Co., Inc., now beéing assigned for continued
hearing on February 27, 1979, at the Of-
fices of the Interstate Commerce Commis-.
sion, Washington, D.C. :

No. I&S M-27312 Restructured Rates and
Charges, Central States “Territory, now as-
signed for hearing on December 19, 1978,
at Washington, D.C. is postponded to Jan-
Juary 19, 1979, at the Offices of the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Washington
D.C.

No. 'MC 200 (Sub-No. 300F), Riss Interna-
tional Corporation (a Deleware Corpora-
tion), now assigned for hearing on Janu-
ary 18, 1979, at Kansas City, Missouri and .
will be held in Room 608, Federal Build-
ing.

MC 103066 (Sub-No. 68F), Stone, Trucking
Company, a Corporation now-assigned for
hearing on‘'January 9, 1979, at Kansas
Clty, Missouri and will be held in Room
609, Federal Office Building. _

MC 118535 (Sub-No. 117F), Tiona Truck
Lines, Ine., now assigned for hearing on
January 15 1979, at. Kansas City, Missouri -
and will be held in Room, 609, Federal

. Office Bulilding. !

MC 11977% (Sub-No. 347F), Ligon Special-
ized Hauler, Inc., now assigned for hearing
on January 11, 1979 at Kansas City, Mis-
souri and will be held in Room 609, Feder-
al Office Building.

MC 4405 (Sub-No. 577F), Dealers Tra.nsit
Ine., now assigned for hearing on January
12, 1979, at Kansas City, Missouri and will
be held in Room 609, Federal Office
Building.

MC119493 (Sub-No. 201F), Monkem Compa-
ny, Inc., now assigned for hearing on Jan- _
uary 10, 1979, at Kansas City, Missouri =
and will be held in Room 609, Federal
Office Building.

MC 118535 (Sub-No.122F), Tiona Truck
Lines, Inc., now assigned for hearing on
January 16, 1979, at Kansas City, Missouri
and will held in Room 609, Federal Office
Building.

MC 133119 (Sub-No. 134F), Heyl Truck
Lines, Inc. now assigned for hearing on
January 24, 1979, at Omaha, Nebraska
and will be held in Room 616, Union
Plaza. R

No. 36989, Adams Packing-Association, Inc.,
Et Al. v. Consolidated Rail Corporation,
Et Al, now assigned for hearing on Janu-

-

Inc., now assigned for hearing on January
'"25, 1979, at Omaha, Nebraska and will be
held in Room 616, Union Plaza.
No. MC 143651 (Sub-No. 4F), Blackhawk Ex-
. .press, Inc,, now assigned for hearing. on

January 26, 1979, at Omaha, Nebraska -

and will be held in Room 616, Union
Plaza. .

No. MC 111320 (Sub~No. 69F), Keen Trans-
port, Inc., now assigned for hearing on
January. 31, 1979, at Omaha, Nebraska
and will be held in Room 616, Union
Plaza.

‘No. MCF 13562, “Nolte Bros. Truck Line,
Inc.—Control and Merger—Nebraska
Overland Express, Inc., now assigned for
hearing on January 29, 1979, at Omaha,
Nebraska and will be held in Room 616,

» Union Plaza. .

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 437F), Caravan Re-

-- frigerated Cargo, Inc., now assigned for

". hearing on January 23, 1979, at Omaha,
Nebraska and will be held"in Room 616,
Union Plaza.

MC 138882 (Sub-No. 32F) Wiley Sa.nders,
'Inc., now assigned for hearing on January

24, 1979, at Birmingham, Alabama and _

will be held in Room 430, U.S. Court &
Federal Building.

MC 136828 (Sub-No. 26F), Cook Transports,
Inc., now assigned for hearing on January
29, 1979, at Birmingham, Alabama and
will be held in Room 430, U.S. Cowrt &
Federal Building.

MC 120257 (Sub-No. 41F), K. L. Breeden &
Sons, Inc., now assignéd for hearing on
January 25, 1979, at Birmingham, Ala-
bama and will be held in Room 430, U.S.
Court & Federal Building. -~

MC 120651 (Sub-No. 3F), Hires Trucking
Co., Inc., now assigned for hearing on Jan-
uary 31, 1979, at Indianapolis, Indiana and
will be held in Room 402, Old Federal
Building.

No. MC-139577 (Sub-No. 23F), Adams Tran-
sit, Inc., now. assigned for hearing on Feb-
ruary 21, 1979 (1 day), at Chicago, Illinois
in a hearing room to be later designated.

No. MC-25869 (Sub-No. 142F), Nolte Bros,
Truck Lines, Inc., now being assigned for
hearing on February 22, 1979, (2'days), at
Chicago, Illinois in a hearing room to be
later designated.

NO. MC-133689 (Sub-No. 187F), Overland
Express, Inc., now being assigned for hear-
ing on February 26, 1979, (5 days), at St.
Paul, Minnesota in a hearing room to be
later designated.

No. MC-107107 (Sub-No. 467F), Alterman
Transport Lines, Inc., now being assigned
for hearing on January 22, 1979, (1 week),

~

at Tallahassee, Florida in a hearing room
to be later designated.
H. G. HoMME, Jr.
Secretary.

[FR. Doc. 78-35087 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]
[Notice 759]
ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

DECEMEBER 13, 1078,

Cases assigned for hearing, post
ponement, cancellation or oral argu.
ment appear below and will be pub-
lished -only once. This list contains
prospective assignments only and does
not include cases previously assigned
hearing dates. The hearings will be on
the issues as presently reflected in the

’

"Official Docket of the Commission, An
attempt will-be made to publish no-

tices of cancellation ‘of hearings as
promptly as possible, but interested
parties should take appropriate steps
to insure that they are notified of can-
cellation or postponements of hearings
in which they are interested. No
amendments will be entertained after
the date of this publication.

Cocrection *

No. MC 123681 (Sub No. 34F),
Widing Transportation, Inc.,, now as-
signed for. hearing on January 22,
1979, at Seattle, Washington and will
be-held in Room 3086, Federal Build«

ing.
H. G. HoMME, J¥.,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 78-35088 Filed 12415-78; 8:45 am)

[7035-01-M]1 .
[Notice No. 143)

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS -

The following publications inc¢lude
motor carrier, water carrier, broker,
and freight forwarder transfer applica-
tions filed under Section 212(b),
206(a), 211, 312(b), and 410¢g) of the
Interstate Commerce Act.

‘Each application (except as other-

wise specifically noted) contains a

statement by applicants that there
will be no significant effect on the
quality of the human environment re-

.sulting from approval of the applica-

tion.

Protests against approval of the ap-
plication, which may include request
for oral hearing, must be filed with
the Commission within 30-days after
the date of this publication. Failure
seasonably to file a protest will be con-
strued as a waiver of opposition and

*This corrects the preview publication of
the hearing room location, which dld not
give the correct city & state.
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participation in the proceeding. A pro-
test must be served upon applicants’
representative(s), or applicants (if no
such representative is named), and the

. protestant must certify that such serv-
ice has been made.

Unless otherwiser specified, the
signed original and six copies of the
protest shall be filed with the Com-
mission. All protests must specify with
particularity the factual basis, and the
section of the Act, or the applicable

- rule governing the proposed transfer
which protestant believes would pre-
clude approval of the application. If
the protest contains a request for oral
hearing, the request shall be support-
ed by an explanation as to why the
evidence sought to be presented
cannot reasonably, be submitted
through the use of affidavits.

The operating rights set forth below
are in synopses form, but are deemed
sufficient to place interested persons
on notice of the proposed transfer.

MC-FC-77864, filed October 1, 1978.
Transferee: - AUBURNDALE TRANS-
PORTATION CO., INC.,, 105 Rumford
Street, Auburndale, MA 02166. Trans-
feror: HEGARTY BROS. TRANS,
INC., 59 Sherman Road, Chestnut
Hill, MA 02167. Transferee’s repre-
sentative: George C. O'Brien, 12
Vernon Street, Nowrood, MA 02062,
Transferor’s representative: Arthur M.
Gallagher, 79 W. Park Drive, Wake-
field, MA 01860. Authority sought for
purchase by transferee of the operat-
ing rights of transferor as set forth in
Certificate of registration No. MC-
96945 (Sub-No. 1), issued January 3,
1964, as follows: General commodities,
between "points in MA. Transferee
presently holds no authority from this
Commission. Application has not been
filed for temporary authority under
Section 210a(b).

MC-FC-77913, filed October 26,
1978. Transferee: I. & E FREIGHT
LINE, INC., d.b.a. LIGHTNING EX-
PRESS FREIGHT LINES, INC., 2950
Blake Street, Denver, CO 80205.
Transferor: DONALD R. WILLS,
d.b.a. TWEEDY TRANSFER, P.O.

-Box 7, Elbert, CO 80106. Applicants’
representative: Robert D. Gower, At-
torney, 50 Steele Street, Suite 500,
Denven, CO 80209. Authority sought
for purchase by transferee of the oper-
ating rights of transferor as set forth
in Certificates of Registration .Nos.
MC-98946 (Sub-No. 1) and MC-98946
(Sub-No. 2) issued October 25, 1965,
and August 15, 1974, respectively, as
follows: Transportation of all freight,
except livestock and farm produce
from the Town of Elbert, CO and
within a radius of 10 miles thereof to
Denver, CO, and from: Denver, CO to
said territory, with a distinct under-
standing, however, that applicant will
not be permitted to transport freight.

o

NOTICES

between Kiowa and Elizabeth, or in-
termediate points in competition with

- any present certificate holder author-

ized to serve said points. Transporta-
tion, on schedule, of General commod-
ities, except livestock, commodities in
bulk, in tank vehicles, and used un-
packed and uncrated household goods:
Between Denver, Kiowa.and Elbert,
CO, over the following routes: (1)
From Denver over Interstate Highway
79 thence over Interstate Highway 225
to Colorado Highway 83 (Parker
Road) to Franktown, CO, thence over
Colorado Highway 86 to Klowa, CO
thence over Elbert County Highway
157 to Elbert, CO, and return over the
same route; and (2) over Interstate
Highway 25 to Colorado Highway 88
(Arapahoe Road), thence over Colora-
do Highway 88 to Colorado Highway
83 (Parker Road), thence over Colora-

.do Highway 83 to Franktown, CO

thence over Colorado Highway 86 ta
Kiowa, CO thence over Elbert County
Highway 157 to Elbert, CO, and return
over the same route. Serving under
the second commodities description as
intermediate points all points located
on said highways commencing at the
north county line of Douglas County
and ending at Elbert, CO and serving
as off-route points those points lying
in the area within two miles west of
Colorado Highway 83 and ten miles
east thereof; and all points within ten
miles north and ten miles south of
Colorado Highway 86 from Franktorn
to Kiowa, CO; and all points lying
within ten miles east and ten miles
west of Elbert County Highway 157
from Kiowa to Elbert, CO, and within

* ten miles east and ten miles west of

Elbert County Highway 217 from
Elbert, CO to a point on Elbert
County Highway 218 located ten miles
south of Elbert, CO. Transferee holds
ICC authority in Nos. MC-120686 Subs
1, 3, 4 and 5. Applicatlon has been
filed for temporary authority under
Section 210a(b).

MC-FC-77935, {iled November 13,
1978. Transferee: STOLTENBERG
TRUCKING CO., INC., 1918 4th
Avenue North, Lewiston, ID 83501.
Transferor: CARL W. STOLTEN-
BERG, (Lillian V. Stoltenberg—heir-
at-law), d.b.a. STOLTENBERG
TRUCKING, Box 365, Kimberly, ID
83341. Applicants’ representative: Ray-
mond D. Givens, Box 964, Boise, ID
83701. Authority sought for purchase
by transferee of the operating rights
of transferor, as set forth in Permit
Nos. MC-116730 (Sub-No. 2), and MC-
116730 (Sub-No. 5), issued OQctober 4,
1965, and November 27, 1968, respec-
tively, as follows: Lumber, from Cot-
tonwood and Elk City, ID, to points in
CO, IA, NE, WI, and WY, and lumber,
and timbers, and beams, from Lewis-
ton and Jaype, ID, to points In CO, IA,
NE, WI, and WY. Transferee presently
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holds no authority from this Commis-
slon. Application has not been filed for
temporary authority under, Section
210a(b).
H. G. HoamyE, Jr.,
Secrelary.
[FR Doc. 78-35089 Filed 12°15-78; 8:45 am]

[7035-01-M]

{Notice No. 2331

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY AUTHORITY
APPLICATIONS

Decenser 12, 1978.

The following are notices of filing of
applications for temporary authority
under Section 210aa) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act provided for
under the provisions of 49 CFR. 1131.3.
These rules provide that anh original
and six (6) copies of protests fo an ap-
plication may be filed with the field
official named In the Feperar REescis-
TER publication no later than the 15th
calendar day after the date the notice
of the filing of the application is pub-
lished in the Feperar REeGisTER. One
copy of the protest must be served on
the applicant, or its authorized repre-
sentative, if any, and the protestant
must certify that such service has
been made. The protest must identify
the operating authority upon which it
is predicated, specifying the *“MC”
docket and “Sub” number and quoting
the particular portion of authority
upon which it relies. Also, the protes-
tant shall specify the service it can
and will provide and the amount and
type of equipment it will make availa-
ble for use in connection with the serv-
fce contemplated by the TA applica-
tion. The weight accorded a protest
shall be governed by the completeness
and pertinence of the protestant’s in-
formation.

Except as otherwise specifically
noted, each applicant states that there
will be no significant effect on the
quality of the human environment re-
siultlng from approval of its applica-
tion.

A copy of the application is on file,
and can be examined at the Office of
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, D.C., and
also In the ICC Field Office to which
protests are to be transmitted.

Nore—All applications seek authority to
operate as a common carrier over frregular
routes except as otherwise noted.

MOoTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

MC 531 (Sub-363TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: YOUNGER
BROTHERS, INC., 4904 Griggs Road,
Houston, TX 77021. Representative:
Wray E. Bughes, 4904 Griggs Road,
Houston, TX 77021. Vegetable oils (in -
bulk, in tank vehicles), from Weehaw-

N
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ken, NJ, to Garland, TX, for 180 days.
SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S): Agricom
Oilseeds, Inc.,, P.O. Box 2823, San
Francisco, CA 94126. SEND PRO-
TESTS TO: John F. Mensing, DS,
8610 Federal Bldg., 515 Rusk Avenue,
Houston, TX %7002,

MC 200 (Sub-316TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: RISS INTER-
NATIONAL: CORP.,, 903 Grand
Avenue, Kansas City, MO 64106. Rep-
resentative: Ivan E. Moody, 903 Grand
Avenue, Kansas City, MO 64106. Plas-
tic containers, from the facilities of
Monsanto Company at Sharonville,
OH, to the off-route points .of Iowa
City, IA, and Fort Madison, IA, for 180’
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S):
Monsanto Company, 800 N. Lindbergh
Blvd.,, St. Louis, MO 63166. SEND
PROTESTS TO:-Vernon V. Coble, DS,
ICC, '600 Federal Bldg., 911 Walnut
Street, Kansas City, MO 64106.

MC 5227 (Sub-44TA), filed Novem-
ber 9, 1978. Applicant: ECKLEY
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 201,
Mead, NE 68041. Representative:
Gailyn L. Larsen, Peterson, Bowman,
Larsen & Swanson, 521 South 14th
. Street, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, NE
68501. ' Agricultural machinery, and
malterials, and parts and-supplies used
in the distribution and sale thereof
(except in bulk), from the facilities-of
DewEze Manufacturing, Inc., at or
near Harper, KS, to points in the
United States (except AK and HI), for
180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days
operating authority. Supporting ship-
per: DewEze Manuacturing, Inc., Bob
W. Hixson, General Manager, Route 2,
Box 4A, Harper, KS. Send protests to:
Max Johnston, District Supervisor, In-
terstate Commerce. Commission, 285
Federal Building and U.S. Court
House, 100 Centennial Mall North,
Lincoln, NE 68508.

MC 26396 (Sub-209TA), filed Octo-
ber 30, '1978. Applicant: POPELKA
TRUCKING CO., d.b.a.”THE WAG-
GONERS, P.O. Box 990, Livingston,
MT 59047. Representative: Bradford
E. Kistler, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln,
NE 68501. Iron and steel articles, (1)
from Burns Harbor and Gary, IN., to
the facilities of Global Coatings, ‘Inc.,
located at or near Pleasant Grove; UT;
and (2) from the facilities of Global
Coatings, Inc., located at or near
Pleasant Grove, UT, to Mills, WY, for
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Robert W. Eckhart, Ma-
terial Control Manager, Western Oil
Tool & Mig., Co., P. O. Box 260,
Casper, WY 82602. SEND PROTESTS:
TO: Paul J. Labane DS, ICC, 2602
First Ave., North, Billings, MT 59101.

MC 29647 (Sub-44TA), filed October
30, 1978. Applicarit: CHARLTON
BROS. TRANSPORTATION CO,

B ) - ~ ~
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INC., 552 Jefferson Street, Hagers-
town, MD 21740. Representative:

Edward J. Donohue, 552, Jefferson
Street,.P.O. Box 2097, Hagerstown MD
21740.General commodities, (except
those of unusual value, Class A and B
explosives, household goods as defined
by} the Commission, commodities in
bulk and those requiring special equip-
ment), Serving the plant site of Cello
Chemical Co., at Havre de Grace, Md.,
as an off-route point in connection
with carrier’s existing regular routes,
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks
90 days authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Cello Chemical Co., Bx=
ecutive Plaza No., One, Room 305, 200
Shawan Road, Hunt Valley, MD 21031.
SEND PROTESTS TO: T. M. Bsposito
Trans. Asst., 600 Arch Street, Room
3238, Philadelphia, PA 19106.

MC 59655 (Sub-l'?TA); filed October
17, 1978. Applicant: SHEEHAN. CAR-

RIERS, INC,, 62 Lime Kiln Road, Suf-
- fem’

NY 10901. Representative:
George A. Olsen, P.O. Box 357, Glad-
stone, NJ 07934. Containers and mate-
rials and supplies, used in the manu-
facture, distribution or sale of contain-
ers, (except commodities in bulk), be-
tween Danbury, CT, on the one hand,
and, on the other, Eden and Clem-
mons, NC, for 180 days. An underlying
ETA seeks 90 days authority. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER(S). National
Can Corporation, Route 287 and So.
Randolphville Road, Piscataway, NJ
08854. SEND PROTESTS TO: Maria
B. Kejss Trans., Asst., ICC, 26 Federal
Plaza, New York, NY 10007.

MC 64068 (Sub-7TA), filed -Novem-
ber 9, 1978. Applicant: CAPITAL
CITY 'TRANSFER CO. P.O. Box
7168, Salem, OR 97303. Representa-
tive: Earle V. White, 2400 S.W.,
Fourth Avenue, Portland, OR 97201.
Liquid sweeteners, (sugar, corn syrup,
and combinations thereof), in bulk,
from Salem, OR, to .Bellevue, Long-
view, Seattle, Spokane, Sunnyside,
Vancouver, Wapato and Yakima, WA,
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks
90 days authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Liquid Sugars North-
west, P.O. Box 2932, Portland, OR
97208. SEND, PROTESTS TO: AE.
Odoms DS, ICC, 555 S.W., Yamhill
Street, Portland, OR 97204. .

MC 86247 (Sub-14TA), filed October
30, 1978. Applicant: I. C. L. INTERNA-
TIONAL CARRIERS LTD., 1333 Col-
lege Avenue, Windsor, ON; Canada.
Representative: Joseph P. Allen, 7701
W. Jefferson, Detroit, MI 48209. Mag-
nesite and high temperature bonding
mortar, (in bulk, in dump vehicles),
from the facilities of the Harbison
Walker Co., Ludington, MI., to the in-
ternational boundary between the
United States and Canada, at Port
Huron, ML, and Detroit, MI., on for-
eign traffic, destined to points in

Canada, for 180 days. An underlying
ETA seeks 90 days authority. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER(S) Canadlan
Carborundum Co., Ltd., 7772 Stanley
Avenue, Niagara Falls, Ontatlo,
Canada. (Frank Richards, Director
Purchasing & Traffic) SEND PRO-
TESTS TO: Tim Quinn DS, ICC, 604
Federal Bldg., & U.S. Courthouse, 231
W. Lafayette Blvd., Detroit, MI, 48226,

MC 88818 (Sub-3TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: MAYNARD T.
WEDUL, db.a. WEDUL TRUCK
LINE, P.O. Box 293, Thief River Falls,
MN 56701. Representative: Robert P,
Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul,
MN 55118. Petroleum products, from
Minot, ND, to points within 20 miles
of Viking, MN, including Viking, MN,
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks
90 days authority., SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Farmers Union Central
Exchange, Inc., Box G, St. Paul, MN
55165. SEND PROTESTS TO: Ronald
R. Mau DS, ICC, Room 268 Federal
Bldg., & U.S. Post Office, 657 2nd
Avenue North, Fargo, ND §8102,

MC 107403 (Sub-1134TA), filed No-
vember 2, 1978. Applicant: MATLACK,
INC,, 10 W. Baltimore Avenue, Lans-
downe, PA :19050. Representative:
Martin C. Hynes, Jr., (same address a8
applicant). Dry sugar, (in bulk, in tank
vehicles), from Arabi, LA, to Denison,
TX; Humboldt, TN, and Birmingham,
AL, for 180 days. An underlying ETA
seeks 90 days authority. SUPPORT-
ING SHIPPER(S): Amstar Corp., 7417
N. Peters Street, Arabi, LA 70032,
SEND PROTESTS TO: T. M. Esposito
Trans. Asst., 600 Arch Street, Room
3238, Philadelphia, PA 19106.

MC 107403 (Sub-1135TA), filed No-
vember 2, 1978. Applicant: MATLACK,
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Avenue, Lans-
downe, PA 19050. Representative:
Martin C. Hynes, Jr. (same address as
applicant). Waz, (in bulk, in tank vehl-
cles), from Lima, OH, to Vincennes,
IN, for 180 days. An underlying ETA
seeks 90 days authority. SUPPORT-
ING SHIPPER(S): The Standard Oil
Co., 313 Midland Bldg., Cleveland, OH
44115. SEND PROTESTS TO: T\ M.
Esposito Trans., Asst., 600 Arch Street,
Room 3238, Philadelphia, PA 19106.

MC 107912 (Sub-21TA), filed Octo-
ber 27, 1978. Applicant: REBEL
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., P.O. Box
9384, 3060 Gill Road, Memphis, TN
38109. Representative: James N. Clay,
III, 2700 Sterick Building, Meémphis,
TN 38103. General commodities,
(except those of unusual value, classes
A and B explosives, household goods
as defined by the Commission, com-
modities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), between Jackson,
MS and Baton Rouge, LA, serving no
intermediate point, from Jackson over
Interstate Hwy 55 to junction with In-
terstate Hwy 12, then over Interstate

~
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Hwy 12 to Baton Rouge, and return
over the same route, for 180 days. Ap-
plicant intends to tack the authority
here applied for to authority held by
-4t in MC-107912 and further intends to
interline with. other carriers at Mem-
phis, TN and Jackson, MS. SUPPORT-
ING SHIPPERS(S): There are ap-
proximately (72) statements of sup-
port attached to this application
which may be examined at the Inter-
state Commerce Commission in Wash-
ington, D.C., or copies thereof which
may be examined at the field office
named below. SEND PROTESTS TO:
Floyd A. Johnson DS, ICC, 100 North
Main - Bldg., Suite 2006, 100 North
Main Street, Memphis, TN 38103.

MC 109638 (Sub-35TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: EVERETTE
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 145,
Cherry Road, Washmgton. NC 27889.
Representative: Cecil W. Bradley, P.O.
Box 145, Cherry Road, Washington,
NC 27889. Wood pulp, paper, waste
paper, and lumber, from Riegelwood
and Cape Fear, N.C., to points in Vir-
ginia, District of Columbia, Maryland,
Delaware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey,
New York, Connecticut, Massachu-
setts, Rhode Island, New Hampshire,
and VT., for 180 days. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Federal Paper Board
Company, Inc., Riegelwood, NC 28456.
SEND PROTESTS TO: Archie W. An-
drews DS, ICC, 624 Federal Bldg., 310
New Bern Ave., P.O. Box 26896, Ra-
leigh, NC 27611.

MC 114045 (Sub-516TA), filed No-
vember 2, 1978. Applicant: TRANS-
COLD EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box
61228, Dallas, TX 75261. Representa-
tive: J. B. Stuart (same address as ap-
plicant). Bakery goods, in vehicles

" equipped with mechnical refrigera-

tion, from Downers Grove, IL., to
points in Texas, for 180 days. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER(S): Pepperidge
Farm, Inc., 595 Westport Avenue, Nor-
walk, CT. SEND PROTESTS TO:
Opal M. Jones Trans., Asst., ICC, 1100
Street,” Room 13C12;
Dallas, TX 75242,

MC 115322 (Sub-153 TA), filed No-
vember 2, 1978. Applicant: REDWING
REFRIGERATED, INC., 9831 S.

-Orange Avenue, P.O. Box 10177, Taft,
FI, 32809. Representative: L. W.
Fincher, P.O. Box 426, Tampa, FL
33601. Foodstuffs, from Williamson
and Hamlin, NY., to points in North
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia and
FL, for 180 days. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Duffy Mott;-370 Lexing-
ton Ave., New York, NY 10017. SEND
PROTESTS TO: G. H. Fauss, Jr., DS,
ICC, Box 35008, 400 West Bay Street,

. Jacksonville, F1: 32202.

MC 115322 (Sub-154 TA), filed No-
vember 2, 1978. Applicanf: REDWING
REFRIGERATED, INC., 9831 S.
Orange Avenue, P.O. Box 10177, Taft,

" York, Massachusetts, New
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FIL. 32809. Representative: L. W.
Fincher, P.O. Box 426, Tampa, FL
33601. Wrapping paper, woodpulp
board, woodpulp, and scrap paper,
from West Point, VA, to Connecticut,
Deleware, Maryland, Massachusetts,
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania
and West Virginia, for 180 days. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER(S). The Chesa-
peake Corporation, West Point, VA
23181. SEND PROTESTS TO: G. H.
Fauss; Jr., DS, ICC, Box 35008, 400
West Bay Street, Jacksonville, FL
32202.

MC 115826 (Sub-364 TA), filed Octo-
ber 31, 1978. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY,
INC., 6015 East 58th Avenue Denver,
CO 80022. Representative: Howard
Gore, 6015 East 58th Avenue, Denver,
CO 80022. MMeals, meal products and
meatl by-products, and articles distrib-
uted by meal packinghouses, as de-
scribed in Sections A and C of Appen-
dix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificales, 61 M.C.C.

209 and 766 (except commodities in,

bulk, in tank vehicles), {from Denver,
CO., to points in Pennsylvania, New
Jersey,
Connecticut, and MD., for 180 days.
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days au-
thority. SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S):
United Packing Co., 5000 Clarkson,
Denver, CO. 80216. SEND PROTESTS
TO: H. C. Ruoff DS, ICC, 492 U.S.
Customs House, 721 19th Street,
Denver, CO. 80202.

MC 115841 (Sub-642 TA), {iled
August 24, 1978 and published in the
FeperaL REeGISTER issue of October 23,
1978, and published and corrected this
issue. Applicant COLONIAL REFRIG-
ERATED TRANSPORTATION, INC.,
9041 Executive Park Drive, Suite 110,
Building 100, Knoxville, TN 37919.
Representative: D. R. Beeler (same ad-
dress as applicant). Aetal roofing and
siding, from Jackson, GA., to points in
Alabama, Tennessee, Florida, North
Carolina and GA., for 180 days. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER(S): Fabral-Divi-
sion of Alcan Aluminum, 3449 Hemp-
land Road, Lancaster, PA. 17601.
SEND PROTESTS TO: Glen Kuss
Trans., Asst., ICC, Suite A-422, U.S.
Court House, 801 Broadway, Nashville,
TN. 37203. The purpose of this repub-
lication is to correct the sub-number
MC-115841 (Sub-No. 642TA) instead of
NO. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 111TA).

MC 118533 (Sub-128TA), filed No-
vember 2, 1978. Applicant: TIONA
TRUCK LINE, INC., 111 S. Prospect,
Butler, MO 64730. Representative:
Tom Ventura (same address as appli-
cant). Dry urea, dry ammonium ni-
trate, dry fertilizers and dry fertilizer
ingredients, from the facllities of
Brunswick River Terminal, Inc,, at or
near Brunswick, MO, to points in Ar-
kansas, Iowa, Illinois, Kansas, Nebras-
ka and OK, and from Kansas City,

"
v
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MO-Kansas Commercial Zone io
points in Jowa, Kansas, Missouri, Ne-
braska, and OK, for 180 days. An un-
derlying ETA seeks 90 days authority.
SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S): (1) Mid-
west Terminal Co., Kansas City, MO-
64141. (2) Brunswick River Terminal,
Inc., Brunswick, MO 65236. SEND
PROTESTS TO: John V. Barry DS,
Room 600, 911 Walnut Street, Kansas
City, MO 64106.

-3

MC 119441 (Sub-45TA), filed Novem- -
ber .2, 19787 Applicant: BAKER HI-
WAY EXPRESS, INC. 555 Commer-
cial Parkway, P.O. Box 506, Dover, OH
44622, Representative: Richard H.
Brandon, 220 W. Bridge Street, P.O.
Box 97, Dublin, OH 43017. Brick, from
Sugarcreek, OH, to points in Arkansas,
Kansas, Mzaine, Vermont, New Hamp-
shire, Oklahoma, South Carolina,
Texas, and LA, for 180 days. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER(S): The Belden
Brick Company, P.O. Box 910, Cantfon,
OH 44701. SEND PROTESTS TO:
Frank L. Calvary DS, ICC, 220 Federal
Bldg., and U.S. Courthouse, 85 Mar-
coni Blvd., Columbus, OH 43215.

MC 119493 (Sub-241TA), filed No-
vember 2, 1978, Applicant: MONKEM
CO., INC., P.0O. Box 1196, Joplin, MO
64801. Representativec Thomas D.
Boone, P.O. Box 1196, Joplin, MO
64801. Fertilizer, tree and weed killing
compounds and insecticides, and fun-
gicides in bags and containers, from
{acilities of Swift Agricultural Chemi-
cal Co., at or near East St. Louis, IT, fo
points in Arkansas and OK, for 180
days. An underlying ETA seeks S50
days authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Swift Agricultural
Chemicals, East St. Louis, IL 62202.
SENT PROTESTS TO: John V. Barry
DS, Room 600, 911 Walnut Street,
Kansas City, MO 64106.

MC 123255 (Sub-181TA), filed Octo-
ber 30, 1978. Applicant: B & L
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 1984 Coff-
man Road, Newark, OH 43055. Repre-
sentative: C. F. Schnee, Jr., 1984 Coff-
man Road, Newark, OH 43055. Glass
containers and closures thergfor, from
the facilities of Ball Corporation locat-
ed at or near Mundelien, IL, to points
in New Jersey and NY, for 180 days.
SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S): Ball
Corporation, 345 South High Street,
Muncie, IN 47305. SEND PROTEST
TO: Frank L. Calvary DS, ICC, 220
Federal Bldg., and U.S. Courthouse, 85
Marconi Blvd., Columbus, OH 43215.

MC 124174 (Sub-122TA), filed Octo-
ber 31, 1978. Applicant: MOMSEN
TRUCKING CO., 13811 L Street,
Omaha, NE 68137 Representative:
Karl E. Momsen (same address as ap-
plicant). Paint and paint products,
(except in bulk, in tank vehicles), from
the plantsite and storage facilities of
P.P.G. Industries, Inc., at or near Oak
Creek, WI., to East Moline, IL.; points
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in NE., and the warehouse and distri-
bution facilities of P.P.G., Industries,
Inc., at Jefferson City, MO for 180
days Applicant intends to tack to ex-
isting authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): James E. Yaman Man-
ager of Traffic-C&R, PPG Industries,

One Gateway Center, Pittsburgh, PA..

15222, SEND PROTESTS TO: Carroll
Russell DS, ICC, Suite 620, 110 North
14th Stxjeet, Omaha, NE. 68102.

MC 124472 (Sub-4TA), filed Otober
30, 1978. Applicant: « HARDING
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 6875 East
Evans -Street, Denver, CO 80222. Rep-
resentative: Charles J. Kimball, 350
Capital Life Center, 1600 Sherman
Street, Denver, CO. 80203. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carri-
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Flat glass, from
the facilities of Libby-Owens-Ford Co.,
at or near Laurinburg, NC., to points
in the States Arkansas, (Fort Smith &
Fayetteville) MO; (Joplin, KXKansas

City, St. Louis, ‘& Springfield) CO;-

(Colorado Springs, Denver, Pueblo,
Longmont, Boulder, Greeley, & Grand
Junction), NE; (Kearney, Lincoln, Nor-
folk, Omaha, & Gering) IA; (Sioux
City); New Mexico (Farmington) KS
(Garden City, Manhattan, Topeka,
Salina, & Hays); and ~Oklahoma
(Tulsa), under a continuing contract,
or contracts, with Harding Glass In-
dustries, for 180 days. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Harding Glass Indus-
tries, 2340 E. 40th Street, Denver, CO.
SEND PROTESTS TO: H. C. Ruoff
DS, ICC, 492 U.S. Customs House, 721
19th Street, Denver, CO. 80202.

MC 124821 (Sub-39TA), filed Octo-
ber 31, 1978. Applicant: GILCHRIST
TRUCKING, INC., 105 North Keyser
Avenue, Old Forge, PA 18518. Repre-
sentative: John W. Frame, Box 626,
2207 Old Gettysburg Road, Camp Hill,
PA 17011, Salt, in packages, from the
facilities of Morton Salt Company at
Silver Springs, NY., and Perth Amboy,
NJ.,
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Massachusetts,
Connecticut, and R.I, restricted to
traffic originating at the above-named
origin points and destined to the
named destination states, for 180 days.
SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S): Morton
Salt, A Division of Morton-Norwich
Products, Inc.,, 110 North Wacker
Drive, Chicago, IL. 60606. SEND PRO-
TESTS TO: Paul J. Kenworthy DS,
ICC, 314 U.S. Post Office Bldg., Scran-
ton, PA. 18503.

MC 124835 (Sub-11TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: PRODUCERS
TRANSPORT CQ., P.O. Box.4022,
Chattanooga, TN 37405 Representa-
tive: Charles T. Williams (same ad-
dress as applicant). Cement, (in bulk,
in hopper type vehicles), from the
facilities of Missouri Portland Cement
Company and Dundee Cement Compa-

to points in New York, New .

NOTICES ‘

-ny at or near Nashville, TN., to points

in KY., for 180 days. An underlying
BETA seeks 90 days authority. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER(S): (1) Missouri
Portland Cement Co., 7711 Carondelet
Avenue, St. Louis,, MO. 63105. (2)
Dundée Cement Company, Clarksville,
MO. 63336. SEND PROTESTS TO:
Glenda Kuss Trans. Asst., ICC, Suite
A-422, U.S. Cowrt House, 801 Broad-
way, Nashville, TN. 37203.

MC 124839 (Sub-38TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, ‘1978, Applicant: BUILDERS
TRANSPORT, INC. P.O. Box 7057
Savannah, GA 31408. Representative:
William P. Sullivan, 1320 Fenwick
Lane, Silver Spring, MD 20910. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu-
lar routes, transporting: Honeycomb
paper products, from the plantsite and
facilities of Union Camp Corp., a/n
Laurel, VA, to points in TN, under a
continuing contract or contracts, with
Union Camp Corporation,
days. Supporting shipper: Union Camp
Corporation, 1600 Valley Road,

‘Wayne, N.J. 07470. Send protests to:.

G. H.. Fauss, Jr., DS, ICC, Box 35008,
400 West Bay Street Jacksonville, FL
32202,

MC ' 125708 (Sub-152TA), filed
August 24, 1978, and published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of October 23,
1978 and republished and corrected
this issue. Applicant: THUNDERBIRD
MOTOR FREIGHTLINES, INC., 425
West 152d Street, East Chicago, IN
46312. Representative: Mr. Anthony C.
Vance, 1307 Dolley Madison Boule-
vard, McLean, VA 22101. Iron and steel
articles, from Kansas City, MO, to VA,
WV, DE, MD, NC, SC, GA, FL, NY,
MA, CT, VT, ME, NH, NJ, RI, and DC,

. restricted to traffic originating at the

facilities of Armco, Inc., at Kansas
City, MO., for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Armco, Inc., 7000 Roberts
Street, XKansas City, MO 64125, Send
protests to: Lois Stahl Trans., Asst.,
ICC, 219 South Dearborn Street,
Room 1386, Chicago, IL 60604. The
purpose of this republication is to in-
clude WV, in the territorial descrip-
tion which was previously omitted.

MC 126243 (Sub-27TA), filed Octo-
ber 30, 1978. Applicant: ROBERTS
TRUCKING CO., INC., U.S. Highway
271 South, P.O, Drawer-G, Poteau,
OK 74953. Representative: Prentiss
Shelley, P.O. Drawer G, Poteau, OK
14953. Liquid Latex, in shipper owned
trailers, from,h the Uniroyal Scotts

‘Bluff Plant at or near Baton Rouge,

LA, to Lewisville, Monticello and
Hope, AR, and Marlin TX, for 180

‘days. An underlying BETA seeks 90

days authority. Supporting shipper:
Textile Rubber & Chemical Co., P.O.
Box 850, Poteau, OK 74953. Send pro-
tests to: William H. Land, Jr., DS, 3108

for 180,

—~

Federal Office Bulilding, 700 West
Capitol Little Rock, AR 72201,

MC 127187 (Sub-44TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: FLOYD
DUENOW, INC.,, 1728 Industrial Park
Boulevard, - Fergus Falls, MN 56531,
Representative: James B, Hovland, 414
Gate City Building, P.O. Box 1680,
Fargo, ND 58102. Dry fertilizer, (in
bulk), from the f{facilities of Agrico
Chemical Co., Inc., located at or near
Minneapolis, MN, to ports of entry on
the United States-Canada bdundary
line located at or near Pembina, ND,
and Noyes, MN, for 180 days. An un-
derlying ETA seeks 90 days authority.
Supporting shipper: Agrico Chemlical
Co., Inc.,, P.O. Box 3166, Tulsa, OK
74101, Send protests to: Ronald R.
Mau, DS, ICC, Room 268 Federal
Building and U.S. Post Office, 657 2d
Avenue North, Fargo, ND 58102,

MC 127204 (Sub-11TA), filed Novem-
ber 13, 1978. Applicant: KINDS-
VATER INC., P.O. Box 1027, Dodge
Cxty, KS 67801. Representative: Clyde

Christey, Suite 110L, 1010 Tyler,
Kansas Credit Union Building,
Topeka, KS 66612, Anhydrous ammo-

. nia, (in bulk), from facilities of Chev-

ron Chemical Co., near Friend, XS,, to
Colorado, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Texas,
and Wyoming, for 180 days. An under-
lying ETA seeks 90 days authority.
Supporting shipper: Chevron Chemi-
cal Co., 3001 LBJ Freeway, Suite 139,
Dallas, TX 75234. Send Protests to! M.
E. Taylor, DS, ICC, 101 Litwin Bldg.,
Wichita, KS 67202.

MC 128372 (Sub-3TA), filed October
30, 1978. Applicant: PHILPOT CON-
TRACTING CO., INC., 880 Warner -
Street, S.W., Atlanta, GA 30336. Rep- .
resentative: Virgil H. Smith, 1587
Phoenix Boulevard, Suite 12, Atlanta,
GA 30349. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Scrap metal telephone parts and
equipment, between the facilities of
Southern Bell Telephone & Telegraph
Company located at points in GA, on
the one hand, and the facilities of
Nassau Smelting Plant at Gaston, SC,
on the other hand, under a continuing
contract, or contracts, with Southern
Bell Telephone & Telegraph Co. for.
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days authority. Supporting shipper:
Southern Bell Telephone & Telegraph
Co., 135 Perimeter Center West, Atlan-
ta, ‘GA 30346. Send protests to: Sara
K. Davis Trans. Asst,, ICC, 1252 West
Peachtree St., N.-W., Room 300, Atlan«
ta, GA. 30309.

MC 129032 (Sub-64TA), filed Octo-
ber 31, 1978. Applicant: TOM INMAN
TRUCKING, INC. 6015 South 49th
West Avenue, P.O. Box 9667, Tulsa,
OK 174107} Representative: David R.
Worthington,’ 6015 South 49th West
Avenue, Tulsa OK 74107, Merchandise
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dealt in by grocery and food business
warehouses in vehicles equipped with
mechanical refrigeration (except com-
modities in bulk, in- tank vehicles),
from the facilities of Kraft, Inc., at
Champaign, IL.; New Ulm, MN; and
Wausau, WI, to points in CA, restrict-
ed to the transportation of traffic
originating at the named facilities and
destined to the named destinations,
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks
90 days authority.-Supporting shipper:
Rraft, Inc., 500 Peshtigo Court, Chica-
go, IL: 60690. Send Protests to: Connie
Stanley, Room 240 Old Post Office
Bldg., 215 N.W., Third Street, Oklaho-
ma, City, OK 73102.

MC 129394 (Sub-8TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: RONALD
HACKENBERGER, db.a. RON'S
TRUCKING SERVICE, Route 3, Nor-
walk, OH 44857. Representative: Rich-
ard H. Brandon, 220 West Bridge
Street, P.O. Box 97, Dublin, OH 43017.
Authority sought to operate as a cor-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Lime and
limestone products, (in bulk), from
Huron, OH, to Detroit, MI, under a
continuing contract, or contracts, with
Federal Lime & Stone Co., for 180
days. Supporting shipper: Federal
Lime & Stone Co., 20600 Chagrin Bou-
levard, Cleveland, OH. 44122. Send
protests to: ICC, 313 Federal Office
Building, 234 Summit Street, Toledo,
OH. 43604.

MC 129809 (Sub-14TA), filed Novem-
ber 13, 1978. Applicant: A & H, INC,,
324 Old Highway 11, P.O. Box 346,
Footville, WI 52537. Representative:
Thomas J. Beener, One World Trade
Center, Suite 4959, New York, NY

- 10048. Authority sought to operate as
a conlract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregiilar routes, transporting:
Foodstuffs (except in bulk), transport-
ed in vehicles equipped with mechiani-
cal refrigeration, (1) from the facilities
of Universal Food at Franklin Park,
IL, and Peru, IN, to points in Massa-
chusetts, New 7York, Pennsylvania,
Connecticut, New. Jersey, Rhode

- Island, Maryland and the District of
Columbia; and (2) from facilities of
Universal Foods at WI, to points in
Maryland and the District of Colum-
bia, under a continuing contract, or
contracts, with Universal Foods Corpo-
ration, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Universal Foods Corporation, 433
Bast Michigan Street, Milwaukee, WI
53201. Send protests to: Gail Daugh-

erty Trans., Asst., ICC, U.S. Federal .

Building & Courthouse, 517 East Wis-
consin Avenue, Room’619, Milwaukee,
WI 53202.

MC 133194 (Sub-6TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: WOODLINE
MOTOR FREIGHT, INC,, P.O. Box
1047, Russellville, AR 72801. Repre-
sentative: Thomas B. Staley, 1550

NOTICES

Tower Bullding, Little Rock, AR
72201. General commodilies (except
those of unusual value, Class A and B
explosives, household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities in
bulk and those requiring speclal equip-
ment), from U.S. Highway 71, Alma,
AR, to Bentonville, AR, and return,
serving all intermediate points, tack-
ing said authority to the carrier’s ex-
isting authority, for 180 days. An un-
derlying ETA seeks 80 days authority.
Supporting shipper(s): There are ap-
proximately (20) statements of sup-
port attached to this application
which may be examined at the Inter-
state Commerce Commission in Wash-
ington, D.C., or copies thereof which
may be examined at the f{ield office
named below. Send protests to: Wil-
liam H. Land, Jr., DS, 3108 Federal
Office Bldg., 700 West Capitol, Little
Rock, AR 72201. :

MC 132755 (Sub-162TA), filed No-
vember 2, 1978, Applicant: CHARTER
EXPRESS, INC, P.O. Box 3772,
Springfield, MO 68504. Representa-
tive: Larry D. Knox, 600 Hubbell
Building, Des Moines, IA 50309. Food-
stuffs, (except commodities in bulk),
from Owensboro and Henderson, KY,
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Geor-
gia, Iowa, Kansas, Louisiana, Missis-
sippi, Missour], Nebraska, Oklahoma
and TX, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Ragu Foods, Inc., 33 Benedict
Place, Greenwich, CT 06830. Send pro-
tests to: John V. Barry DS, Room 600,
91% Walnut Street, Kansas City, MO
64106.

MC 136818 (Sub-46TA), filed Octo-
ber 30, 1978. Applicant: SWIFT
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC,, 335
West Elwood Road, Phoenix, AZ
85030. Representative: Donald Fer-
naays, 40404 East McDowell Road,
Phoenix, AZ 85008. Canned goods,
(except frozen and except in bulk),
from Joan of Arc facllities at or near
Belledeau and St. Francisville, LA, and
Princeville and Hoopeston, IL, to
points in Arizona, California, Colora-
do, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New
Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington
and WY, for 180 "days. Supporting

shipper: Joan of Arc Company, 2231 -

W. Altorfer Drive, Peoria, IL 61614.
Send protests to: Andrew V. Baylor
DS, ICC, Room 2020 Federal Bldg.,
230 N. First Avenue, Phoenix, AZ
85025,

MC 138575 (Sub-8TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: GWINNER, OIL
CO., INC., Box 38, Gwinner, ND 58040.
Representative: James B. Hovland, 414
Gate City Building, P.O. Box 1680,
Fargo, ND 58102. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Materials, parts and supplies
used in the manufacture of agricultur-
al, industrial and construction machin-
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ery and equipment, from the respec-
tive commercial zones of Minneapolis,
MN; Chicago, IL.; and Detroit, MI., to
the facilities of Clark Equipment Com-

pany, Melrce Division, at or near

Gwinner, ND, under a continuing con-
tract or contracts, with Clark Equip-
ment Co., Melroe Division, for 180
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days authority. Supporting shipper:
Clark Equipment Co., Melroe Division,
Gwinner, ND 58040. Send protests to:
Ronald R. Mau DS, ICC, Room 268
Federal Bldg., & U.S. Post Office, 657
2nd Avenue North, Fargo, ND. 58102.

MC 138741 (Sub-61TA), filed Octo-
ber 31, 1978. Applicant: AMERICAN
CENTRAL TRANSPORT, INC., 2005
North Broadway, "Joliet, IL 60435.
Representative: Tom B. Kretsinger,
Kretsinger & Kretsinger, 20 East
Franklin, Liberty, Mo 64068. Gypsum
wallboard and articles used in the in-
stallation thereof, from the facilities
of Grand Rapids Gypsum Co., Inc., at
or near Grand Rapids, MI, to poinis in
Ilinofs, Indiana, Ohio and WI, for 180
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days authority. Supporting shipper:
Don Draugelis Traffic Manager,
.Grand Rapids Gypsum Co., Inc., 201
Monroe Avenue, "Grand Rapids, MI
49502. Send protests to: Lois M. Stahl
Trans., Asst., ICC, 219 South Dear-
born Street, Room 1386, Chicago, IL -
60604.

MC 138741 (Sub-62TA), filed Octo-
ber 31, 1978. Applicant: AMERICAN
CENTRAL TRANSPORT,.INC,, 2005
North Broadway, Joliet, IL 60435.
Representative: Tom B. Kretsinger,
Kretsinger & Xretsinger, 20 East
Franklin, Iiberty, Mo 64068. Steel
tubing, from the facilities of Maverick
Tube Corp., at or near Union, MO, to
points and places in Arkansas, Illinois,
Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan,
Tennessee, Ohio and WI, for 180 days.
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days au-
thority. Supporting shipper: Donald
D. Symonds Shipping Foreman, Mav-
erick Tube Corp., P.O. Box 696, Union,
MO 63084. Send protests to: Lois M.
Stahl Trans.,, Asst., ICC, 219 South
Dearborn Street, Room 1386, Chicago,
1L, 60604.

MC 138991 (Sub-25TA), filed Novem-
ber 14, 1978. Applicant: K. J. TRANS-
PORTATION, INC. 1000 Jefferson
Road, Rochester, NY 14623. Repre-
sentative: S. Michael Richards/Ray-
mond A. Richards, P.O. Box 225, Web-
ster, NY 14580. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: (1) Printed advertising
maller, catalags, magazines, and parts
thereof, envelopes and calendars, from
Rochester, NY to points in CT, DC,
GA, 1L, IN, KY, MD, MA, MI, NC, NJ,
OH, PA, TN, WI, and Nassau, Suffolk,
and Westchester Counities, NY, and
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New York, NY and (2) materials, sup-
plies, and equipment used in the man-
ufacture, sale or distribution of com-
maodilies in (1) above, from the desti-

nation points named in (1) above to

Rochester, NY, under a° continuing
contract or contracts with Case-Hoyt

Rochester, Box 259, Rochester, NY'

14601, for 180 days. An underlying
ETA seeking up to 90 days of operat-
ing authority. Send protests to: Inter-
state Commerce Commission, U.S.
Courthouse & Federal Bldg.,, 100 S.
Clinton St., Rm. 1259, Syracuse,” NY
13260. Supporting shipper: Case-Hoyt
Rochester; Box 259, Rochester, NY
14601.

MC 139299 (Sub-2TA), filed Novem-
ber 13, 1978. Applicant: - UNRUB
GRAIN, INC,, P.O. Box 94, Copeland,
KS 67837, Representative. Clyde N.
Christey, Suite 110IL, 1010 Tyler,
Topeka, KS 66612, (1) Alfalfa pellets,
from Great Bend and Sublette, KS, to
Oklahoma, and ‘TX; and (2) alfalfa pel-
lets, from Mullinville, XS, to Oklaho-
ma, Texas and AR, for 180 days. Sup-
porting shippers: Wy-Tex Livestock,
Inc, 720 S. Roland, .Spearman, TX
79081. (2) Warren H. Brensing, P.O.
Box 27, Mullinville, KS 67109. Send
protests to: M. E. Taylor DS, ICC, 101
Litwin Bldg., Wichita, XS 67202.

MC 139973 (Sub-53TA), filed Octo-

ber 30, 1978. Applicant: JH. WARE
TRUCKING, INC., 909 Brown Street,
P.O. Box 398, Fulton, MO 65251. Rep-
resentative: Larry D. Knox, 600 Hub-
bell Building, Des Moines, IA 50309.
Iron and Steel articles, (except com-
. modities the.transportation of which

because of their-size or weight require
the use of special equipment), from

the facilities of Keystone Consolidated. -

Industries, Inc., at or near Peoria, I,

to points in California, Oregon, Wash-

ington and Ariz., for 180 days. An un-
derlying ETA seeks 90 days authority.
Supporting shipper: Keystone Steel &

Wire, Keystone Consolidated Indus- -
tries, Inc., Peoria, IL 61607. Send pro--

tests to: Vernon V. Coble DS, ICC, 600
Federal Bldg., 911 Walnut Street
Kansas City MO 64106.

MC 140118 (Sub-11TA), filed Novem-
ber 13, 1978. Applicant: S.T.I.. TRANS-
PORT, INC., 1000 Jefferson Road,
Rochester, NY 14623. Representative:
S. Michael Richards, Raymond A.
Richards, P.O. Box 225, ‘Webster, NY
14580. Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Paper, paperboard or pulpboard boxes,
pails and trays, and cellulose or plas-
tic film and foil when moumg there-
with, (except; comimodities in bulk),
and (2) Materials, supplies, and equip-
ment used in the manufacture of the
commodities in (1) above, (except com-

“modities in bulk), (1) from Newark,

NY, to points in Alaba.ma, ‘Georgia, Il-

NOTICES
linois, Indiana, Louisiana, Maine,
Michigan, New Hampshire, North

" Carolina, Rhode Island, South Caroli-
-na, Virginia and WV, and (2) from the

destination points named in (1) above,
to Newark, NY, under a continuing
contract, or contracts, with Fold-Pak
Corp., for 180 days. An underlying
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Support-
ing .shipper: Fold-Pak Corp., Mr.
Robert Hiles, Mfg., Services Director,
P.O. Box 269, Newark, NY 14513. Send
protests to: ICC, U.S. Courthouse &
Federal Building, 100 S. Clinton
Street, -Room 1259, Syracuse, NY
13260. ' :

MC 143346 (Sub-2TA), filed Novem-
ber 9, 1978. Applicant: BILLY JACK
HOLLINGSWORTH, d.b.a. HOL-
LINGSWORTH GRAIN & TRUCK-
ING, P.O. Box 384, Sanger, TX 76266.
Representative: Harry F. Horak, Suite
115, 5001 Brentwood Stair Road, Fort
Worth, TX 76112, Animal and poultry
feeds and ingredients, from points in

. TX, to points in Arkansas, Colorado,

Kansas, JLouisiana, Mississippi, New
Mexico, Oklahoma and TN., for 180
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days’  authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): There are approximate-
1y (8) statements of support attached
to this application which may be ex-
amined at the Interstate Commerce
Commission in Washington, D.C., or
copies thereof which may be exammed
at the field office named below. SEND
PROTESTS TO: Martha A. Powell
Trans., Asst., ICC, 9A27 Federal Build-
ing, 819 Taylor Street Fort Worth,
TX 76102.

MC 143607 (Sub-2TA), filed October
30, 1978. Applicant: BAYWOOD
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 8155,
Waco, TX 76710. Representative: E.

~ Stephen Heisley, Suite 805, 666 Elev-

enth Street, NW., Washington, DC
20001. Authority sought to operate as
a Contract carrier,: by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Chemicals, (except in bulk), from Chi-
cago, IL; Rothchild, WI; Niagara Falls,
NY; Syracuse, NY; Worcester, MA;
Sewaran, NJ; Cleveland, OH; Rich-
mond, VA; Norfolk, VA; Castle
Haynes, NC; Memphis, TN; Mobile,
Al; Lawrence, KS; Carlsbad, NM;
Corona, CA; Birmingham, AI; St.
Louis, Mo; and Everett, MA, to Arling-
ton, Houston, and San. Antonio, TX,
under a continuing contract or con-
tracts, with Accron Chemical Distribu-
tion, for 180 days. An underlying ETA
seeks 90 days authority. SUPPORT-
ING SHIPPER(S): (1) Accron Chemi-
cal Distri., 620 107th Street, Arlington,
TX, 76011 Dallas, Fort Worth, Inc., (2)
Accron Chemical Distr., Houston, San
Antonio, Inc, P.O. Box 10660, Hous-
ton, TX 77018. SEND PROTESTS TO:
Martha A. Powell Trans. Asst.,, ICC,

L4

Room 9A27 Federal Bldg., 819 Taylor
Street, Fort Worth, TX 76102,

MC 143829 (Sub-4TA), filed October
30, 1978. Applicant: FEDERATED
TRANSPORT SYSTEMS, 800 South
McCarry Street, Los Angeles, CA
90021. Representative: Lucy Kennard
Bell, Daniel M. Shapiro Law Offices,
9701 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 829,
Beverly Hills, CA 90212, Authority
sought to operate as a contract carri-
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Paper cups and
paper food containers, nested solid,
from Chelsea, Mass,, to points and
places in California, Clackamas and
Portland, OR; Salt Lake City, UT, and
Sparks, Nev., under a continuing con-
tract or contracts, with Sweetheart

Paper Products Company located in

Chelsea, Mass., for 180 days. An un-
derlying ETA seeks 90 days authority.
SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S): Swecet-
heart Paper Products Company, 191
Willlams Street, Chelsea, MA 02150,
SEND PROTESTS TO: Irene Carlos
Trans, Asst., ICC, Room 1321 Fedeéral
Bldg., 300 North Los Angeles Street,
Los Angeles, CA 280012,

MC 14330 (Sub-48TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: UTAH CARRI-
ERS, INC., P.O. Box 1218 Freeport
Center, Clearfield, UT 84016. Repre-
sentative: Rick J. Hall, P.O. Box 2465,
Salt Lake City, UT 84110. Lumber,
from Fredonia, AZ, to Caldwell, ID,
and Bend, OR, for 180 days. An under«
lying ETA seeks 90 days authority,
SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S): Xaibab
Industries, P.O. Box 20506, Phoenix,
AZ 85036. (John Kalisiak Traffic Coor-
dinator) SEND PROTESTS TO: L. D.
Helfer DS, ICC, 5301 Federal Bldg,,
Salt Lake City, UT 84138.

MC 144622 (Sub-25TA), filed Octo-
ber 31, 1978. Applicant® GLENN
BROS. TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box
9343, Little Rock, AR 72219. Repre-
sentative: Phil Glenn, P.O. Box 9343,
Little Rock, AR 72219, and Theodore
Polydoroff, 1307 Dolley Madison Bou-
levard., Suite 301, McLean, VA 22101.
Canned goods, (except frozen and In
bulk), from the facilities of Joan of
Arc Company at or near Hoopeston
and Princeville, II, to points in Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Florida,
Georgia, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Mississippl, Missouri,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New

. York, North Carolina, Ohio Oklaho-

ma, Pennsylvania, Rhode 1Island,
South -Carolina, Tennessee, ‘Texas,
Vermont, Virginia and WV, for 180
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S). Joan _of Arc Company,
2231 West Altorfer Drive, Peoria, IL.
61614 SEND PROTESTS TO: Willlam
H. Land, Jr.,, DS, 3108 Federal Office
Building, 700 West Capitol, Little
Rock, AR. 72201.
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MC 145152 (Sub-17TA), filed Octo-
ber 30, 1978. Applicant: BIG THREE
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box
706, Springdale, AR 72764.Representa-
tive: Don Garrison, 324 North Second
Street, Rogers, AR 72756. Agricultural
Fungicides, herbicides, disinfectants
and cleaning compounds, (except in
bulk), from the facilities of New South
Manufacturing Company, Inc., at or
near Atlanta, GA, to points in Ala-
bama, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississip-
.pi, Oklahoma, Tennessee and TX, for
180 days. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): New South Manufactur-
ing Co., 4181 Peachtree Road, Atlanta,
GA. 30319 SEND PROTESTS TO:
William H. Land, Jr., DS, 3108 Federal
Office Bldg., 700 West Capitol, Little
Rock, AR 72201.

MC 145174 (Sub-1TA), filéd October
30, 1978. Applicant: NORTH FORTY
LINES, INC. 6700 Driftwood Lane,

- Missoula, MT 59801. Representative:
Bruce K. Meier (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: AU
wood and wood products, and building
materials and supplies, from all points
in Washingfon, Oregon, Idaho, Mon-
tana and CA, to all points in Utah, Ari-
zona, Colorado, New Mexico and NV,
under a continuing contract, or con-
tracts, with Hampton Affiliates, for
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): David R. Benson Traffic
Manager, Hampton Affiliates, 901 Ter-
minal Sales Bldg., Portland, OR 97205.
SEND PROTESTS TO:- Paul J.
Labane DS, ICC, 2602 Fu'st Avenue

North, Billings, MT 59101. )

MC 145305 (Sub-1TA), filed Novem-
ber 9, 1978. Applicant: BEVTRANS,
INC., P.O. Box 778, Hartford, CT
06101. Representative: William J.
Boyd, William J. Boyd, P.C., 600 En-
terprise Drive, Suite 222, Oak Brook,
I, 60521. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:

- Such commodities as are dealt in and
used by producers and distributors of
alcoholic beverages, liquors and wines,
between the facilities of Heublein,
Inc., at or near Paducah, KXY, on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
the Continental United States, (except
Alaska and Hawaii), under a continu-
ing contract, or contracts, with Heub-
lein, Inc. for 180 days. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S): Heublein, Inc., 330 New
Park Avenue, Hartford, CT. 06101.
SEND PROTESTS TO: J. D. Perry,
Jr., DS, ICC, 135 High St., Room 324,
Hartford, CT. 06103.

MC 145500 (Sub-2TA), filed October
30,. 1978. Applicant: EAST TEXAS
CARTAGE CO., 3300 West Front
Street, P.O. Box 7225, Tyler, TX
75711. Representative: Harry F.

NOTICES

Horak, 5001 Brentwood Stair Road,
Suite 115, Fort Worth, TX 76112,
Trailers, (loaded or emply), having a
prior or subsequent movement by rail
on trailer-on-flatcar service (TOFC)
between railroad ramping facilities lo-
cated in Tyler, Longview, and Dallas,
TX, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points.in Smith, Rusk, Chero-
kee, Anderson, Henderson, Van Zandt,
Wood, Upsher, Morris, Camp, Titus,
Harrison, and Gregg Counties, TX, for
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days authority. Supporting Shipper(s):
There are approximately (7) state-
ments of support attached to this ap-
plication which may be examined at
the Interstate Commerce Commission
in Washington, DC, or copies thereof
which may be examined at the field
office named below. Send protests to:
Opal M. Jones Trans. Asst., ICC, 1100
Commerce Street, Room 13Cl12,
Dallas, TX 75242,

MC 145542 TA, filed October 4, 1978.
Applicant: GEORGE C. BLAKE
TRUCKING, INC., 36331 85th Street,
East Littlerock, CA 93543. Representa-
tive: James S. Payne, 4262 Wilshire
Boulevard, Suite 300, Los Angeles, CA
90010. Authority sought to operate as
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Bulk salt, in dump trucks, (1) from
Trona, CA, to Las Vegas, NV, State
route 178 to Trona Road, to 395, to 58,
to U.S. 15, to Las Vegas, NV; (2) from
Trona, CA, to Davis Dam, NV, State
route 178 to Trona Road, to 395, to 58,
to 40, to 95, to Nevada 17, to Davis
Dam, NV; (3) from Trona, CA, to Mer-
cury NV, State route 178 to Trona
Road, to 395, to 58, to U.S. 15, to Las
Vegas, -then Nevada 95 to Mercury,
NV; and (4) from Trona, CA, to Hen-
derson, NV, State route 178 to Trona
Road, to 395, to 58, to U.S. 15, then 41
off U.S. 15 to Henderson, NV, under a
continuing contract or contracts, with-
Pacific Salt and Chemical Company,
for 180 days. Supporting shipper(s):
Pacific “Salt & Chemical Company,
4262 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 300,
Los Angeles, CA 90010. Send protests
to: Irene Carlos Trans., Asst. ICC,
Room 1321 Federal Building, 300
North Los Angeles Street, Los Angeles,
CA 90012,

MC 145577 TA, flled October 117,
1978. Applicant: GULLETT-GOULD,
LTD. Drawer 32, Union City, OH
47380. Representative: Jerry B. Sell-
man, Muldoon, Pemberton & Ferris,
50 West Broad Street, Columbus, OH
43215, Compressors, liquid or gas, and
evaporator coils, {rom Syracuse and
De Witt, NY; Tecumseh, MI, and
Marion, Sidney and West Unlon, OH,
to the facilities of BDP Company, a di-
vision of Carrier Corp., located at or

" near City of Industry, CA, for 180

days. An underlying ETA seeks 90

58891

days authority. Supporting shipper(s):
BDP Company, Division of Carrier -
Corp., Bernhard Ionescu, Traffic Man-
ager, 855 Anaheim-Puente Road, La
Puente, CA 91749. Send protests to:
Paul J. Lowry DS, ICC, 5514-B Feder-
al Building, 550 Main Street, Cincin-
nati, OH 45202, 5 .

MC 145595 (Sub-1TA), filed October
31, 1978. Applicant: GORMLEY
TRUCKING, 1607 W. Swan, Spring-
field, MO 65807. Representative: Larry
D. Knox, 600 Hubbell Building, Des
Molnes, TA 50309. Sand, gravel and
rock, From (a) Coweta, OK., to Bran-
son and Ozark, MO., and (b) Bonner
Springs, Overland Park, and Edwards-
ville, XS., to Springfield and Clinton,
140., for 180 days. An underlying ETA
seeks 90 days authority. SUPPORT-
ING SHIPPER(S) (1) Stewart Nat-
tinger, Inc., Springfield, MO., and (2)
Ozark Concrete Co., Springfield, MO.
SEND PROTESTS TO: John V. Barry
DS, 600 Federal Bldg.,, 911 Walnut
Street, Xansas City, MO. 64106.

MC 145674 (Sub-1TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1978. Applicant: HEPP TRUCK
SERVICE, Route 2, New Athens, IL
62264. Representative: Betty Hepp
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a contract carri-
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Finished steel
grain storage tanks, end accessories,
and accessories, consisting of fans,
augers, drying floors, and sheel steel,
and prefabricaled meial and plastic
components, used in manufacturing
thereof, between all points in illinois,
Indlana, Iowa, Arkansas, Missouri,
Oklahoma, Nebraska and KS., under a
continuing contract, or contracts, with
Golden Grain Corp., for 180 days. An
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authori-
ty. SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S):
Allen Lief President, Golden Grain
Corp., Clarence, MO. 63437. SEND
PROTESTS TO: Charles D. Little DS,
ICC, 414 Leland Office Bldg., 527 East
Capitol Avenue, Springfield, IL. 62701.

MC 145682 (Sub-1TA), filed Novem-
ber 2, 1878. Applicant: AAA COURIER
SERVICE, INC., 611 Chestnut Streef,
Chattancoga, TN 37402. Represnefa-
tive: John R. Meldorf, Two Northgate
Park, Chattanooga, TN 37415. Can-
celled checks, from Chattanooga, TN.,
to Atlanta,.GA., Nashville, TN., for
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90
days authority. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER(S). First Tennessee Bank
N.A., 701 Market Street, Chattancoga,
TN. 37401. (2) American National
Bank & Trust Co., 736 Market Street,
Chattanooga, TN. 37402. SEND PRO-
TESTS TO: Glenda Kuss Trans., Ass.,
ICC, Suite A-422 UT.S. Court House,
801 Broadway, Nashville, TN. 37203.

MC 145706 TA, filed October 30,
1978. Applicant: MICHAEL E. LAW-
RENCE, Crescent Village, Apartment
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201, Clifton Park, NY 12065. Repre-
sentative: Roy D. Pinsky, 345 South -
Warren Street, Syracuse, NY 13202,
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: (1) Malt
beverages, .in containers; (2) emply
used malt beverage conlainers, (1)
from facilities of Miller Brewery Com-
pany in Town of Volney, (Oswego
County), NY., to Danvers, MA; and (2)
from Danvers, MA. to Town of
Volney, NY., under a continuing con-

- tract, or contracts, with Merrimack
Valley Distributing Co., for 180 days.
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days au-
thority. SUPPORTING SHIPPER(S):
Merrimack Valley Distributing Co., 50

" Prince Street, Danvers, MA. 01923.
SEND PROTESTS TO: Robert A.
Radler DS, Post Office Box 1167,
Albany, NY. 12201.

By the Commission.

H. G. ﬁomu:, Jr.,
Acting Secretary. -

. [FR Doc. 78-35090 Filed 12-15-78; 8:45 am]
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sunshine act meetings

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains nofices of meetings published under the “Gov

t in the Sunshine Act” (Pub. L. 94-409), 5 U.S.C

552ble)3).
CONTENTS
Items
Civil Rights Commission ......... s 1
Commodity Futures Trading =
Commission 2
“Federal Communications
Commission 3
Federal Deposit Insurance
Corporation 4,5,
6,7 8
Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission 9,10
Federal Home L.oan Bank
Board 11,12
Federal Maritime Commission... 13
Federal Mine Safety and
Health CommisSion.....cccrenerens 14
Pederal Trade Commission......... 15, 16
Securities and Exchange
Commission . 17
[6335-01-M]

1
COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS.

DATE AND TIME: Monday, Decem-
ber 18, 1978, 4 pm. to 5 p.m. -

PLACE: 1121 Vermont Avenue NW.,
Room 3800.

STATUS: Open to the public.

MATTERS TO BE CON:SIDERED:
Proposed Report: The State of Civil
Rights—1978. -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
PLEASE CONTACT:

Loretta Ward, Public Affairs Unit,
202-254-6697. )
[S-2539-78 Filed 12-14-178; 11:25 am]

~ [6351-0T-M]

2
COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING
COMMISSION.

TIME AND DATE: 2 p.m. December
19, 1978.

PLACE: 2033 K Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C., 5th floor hearing room.

STATUS: Closed.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

- Enforcement Matter/Commission con-

- sideration of revocating the registra-
tion of a floor broker.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Jane Stuckey, 254-6314.
[S-2541-78 Filed 12-14-78; 3:18 pml”

[6712-01-M]
3
FEDERAL COMNMUNICATIONS
- COMMISSION.

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Wednes-
day, December 20, 1978.

PLACE: Room 856, 1919 M Street
NW., Washington, D.C.

STATUS: Special Open Commission
Meeting.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Agenda, Item No., and Subject

General—l—Improvements to UHF Televi-
sion Reception.

General—2--UHF Channel Readout on
Television Recelvers (Docket No. 21179).
General—3—Technical Improvements to

Television Recelvers and certain Trans-
mission Standards,
General—4—UHT Television Recelver Nolze
figures (Docket No, 21010).
General--5—Television Receiver Perform-
ance standards.

This meeting may be continued the
following workday to zllow the Com-
mission to complete appropriate
action.

Additional information concerning
this meeting may be obtained from
the FCC Public Information Office,
telephone 202-632-7260.

Issued: December 13, 1978.
{5-2542-78 Filed 12-14-78; 3:18 pm]

[6714-01-M]
4

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
COREPORATION.

Pursuant to the provisions of the
*“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5
U.S.C. 552b), notice is hereby given
that at 2:30 p.m. on Friday, December
8, 1978, the Board of Directors of the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora-
tion met by telephone conference call
to consider a recommendation regard-
ing the settlement of a judgment ren-
dered in connection with the receiver-
ship of the United States National
Bank, San l?iego; Calif.

In calling the meeting, the Board of
Directors determined, on motion of Di-
rector Willlam M. Isaac (Appointive),
seconded by Mr. Paul M. Homan,
acting in the place and stead of Acting
Chairman John G. Heimann, that Cor-
poration business required its consid-
eration of the recommendation on less
than 7 days' notice to the public; that
no earlier notice of the meeting was
practicable; that the public interest
did not require consideration of the
recommendation in a meeting open to
public observation; and that the meet-
ing was exempt from the open meefing
requirements of the “Government in
the Sunshine Act” by subsections
(c)(9)(B) and (c)(10) thereof (5 U.S.C.
§52b(c}(9X(B) and (c)(10)).

Dated: December 8, 1978.

FeDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION,
AraxN R. MILLER,
Executive Secrelary.

[5-2535-78 Filed 12-14-78; 11:25 amJ

S

5

[6714-01-M]

FEDERAL DEPOSIT DI SURANCE
CORPORATION.

TIME AND DATE: 10 am., Wednes-
day, December 20, 1978.

PLACE: Board Room, 6th Floor, FDIC
Building, 550-17th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C.

STATUS: Open.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Disposition of minutes of previcus meetings.

Request by the Comptroller of the Curzen-
cy for a report on the competitive factors
fnvolved in the proposed merger of First
National City Bank of Allliance, Alliance,
Ohlo, and First Natlonal Bank of Sebring,
Sebring, Ohio.

Recommendation regarding liquidation of a
bank's assets acquired by the Corporatien
in its capacity as receiver, liquidator or lig-
uidating agent of those assets:

Memorandum re: American Bank &
Trust Co., New York, N.Y.

Recommendations with respect to payment
for legal services rendered and expenses
fncurred in connection with receivership
and liquidation activities:

Bronson, Bronson & McKinnon, San
Francisco, Calif., in connection with the
recelvership of United States National
Bank, San Diego, Callf.

- Morgan, Lewis & Bockius, Philadelphia,

Pa., In connection with the liquidation of
assets acquired by the Corporation from
Farmers Bank of the State of Delaware,
Dover, Del

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43; NO. 243—MONDAY, DECEMBER 18, 1978 -



58894

Pitney, Hardin & KXipp, Morristown,

N.J., in connection with the liquidation of

assets acquired by the Corporation from
Farmers Bank of the State of Delaware,
Dover, Del.

Venable, Baetjer & Howard, Baltimore,
Md.,, in connection with the liquidation of
assets acquired-by the Corporation from
Farmers Bank of the State of Delaware,
Dover, Del.

Powell, Goldstein, Frazer & Murphy,
Atlanta, Ga., in connection with the liqui-
dation .of The Hamilton Bank & Trust
Co., Atlanta, Ga.

Chapman & Cutler, Chicago, Ill., in con-
nection with the liquidation of The Drov-
ers’ National Bank of Chicago, Chicago,
I,

Chapman & Cutler, Chicago, Ill., in con-
nection with the liquidation of State Bank
of Clearing, Chicago, Ill.

Blackwell, Walker, Grey, Powers, Flick
& Hoehl, Miami, Fla., in connection with
the liquidation of International City Bank
& Trust Co., New-Orleans, La.

Lemle, Kelleher, Kohlmeyer & Mat-
thews, New Orleans, La., in connection
with the liquidation of International City
Bank & Trust Co., New Orleans, La.

Reynolds, Ridings & Hargis, Oklahoma
City, Okla., in connection with the liquida-
tion of Intemational City Bank & Trust
Co,, New Orleans, La.

Strasburget & Price, Dallas, Tex., in
connection with the liquidation of Inter-
national City Bank & Trust Co., New Or-
leans, La.

Parsons, Canzona, Blair & Warren, Red
Bank, N.J., in connection with the liquida-

tion of The Ba.nk of Bloomfield, Bloom-

field, N.J.
" Schumann, Hession, Kennelly and Dor-
ment, Jersey City, N.J. in connection with
the liquidation of First State Bank of
Hudson County, Jersey City, NJ. 2
memorandums).

Kaye, Scholer, Fierman, Hays & Han-

dler, New York, N.Y., in connection with .

the receivership of American Bank &
Trust Co., New York, N.Y. .

Kaye, Scholer, Fierman, Hays & Han-
dler, New York, N.Y., in connection with
the liquidation of Franklin National Bank,
New York, N.Y, .

Taback & Hyams, Jericho, N.Y., in con-

nection with the liquidation of Franklin N

National Bank, New York, N.Y.

‘Squire, Sanders & Dempsey, Cleveland,

Ohio, in connection with the liquidation
of Northern Ohio Bank, Cleveland, Ohio.
Morgan, Lewis & Bockius, Philadelphia,
Pa., in connection with the liquidation of
Centennial Bank, Philadelphia, Pa.

‘Miller & Martin, Chattanooga, Tenn., in
connection with the liquidation of The
Hamilton National Bank of Chattanooga,
Chatfanooga, Tenn. .

Fulbright & Jaworski, Houiston, Tex., in

connection with the receivership of

Franklin Bank, Houston, Tex.

Gibbs, Roper, Loots & Williams, Mil-

waukee, Wis., in connection with the liqui-
dation of American City Bank & Trust
Co., National Association, Milwaukee, Wis.

Recommendations with respect to the
amendment of Corporation rules and reg-
ulations:

Memorandum and resolut,lon proposing
the final adoption of amendments to Part
335 of the Corporation’s rules and regula-
tions, entitled “Securities of Insured State
Nonmember Banks,” in order to bring

SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS

that part into substantial similarity with  Applications for Federal deposit insuranco:

comparable regulations of the Securities
and Exchange Commission.

. Memorandum and resolution proposing
the final adoption of amendments to Part

* 336 of the Corporation’s rules and regula-

- tions, entitled “Employee Responsibilities
and Conduct.”

. Meinorandum and resolution proposing
the withdrawal of proposed amendments
to Part 337 of the Corporation’s rules and
regulations, relating to insider transac-
tions. ~

Memorandum and resolutxon. proposing the

final adoption of “Truth in Lending En-

forcement Guidelines.”

Memorandum and resolution proposing the
adoption of an FDIC Investment Pro-
_gram.

Memorandum- and resolutlon proposing the
adoption of a Joint Statement, revised, re-
garding the Classification of Assets, the

“ Appraisal of Bonds and the Treatment of
Securities in Bank Examinations.

Memorandum and resolution proposing the
adoption and implementation of revisions
in the reporting requirements for Reports
of Condition and Reports of Income for
mutual savings-banks.

Appeal, pursuant to the F'reedom of Infor-
mation Act, from the Corporation’s earlier

denial of a request for records. .

.Memorandum proposing the approval of a

contract for an Opinion and Attitude
Survey in connection with the Corpora-
tion’s study of State and Federal regula-
tion of commercial banks.

. Memorandum proposing the approval of an

amendment to the lease agreement for
space occupied by the Corporation’s
Kansas City, Missouri, Regional Office.
Budget of Administrative Expenses for
budget year 1979.
Reports of committees and officers:

Minutes of the actions approved by the
Committee on Liquidations, Loan and
Purchases of Assets pursuant to authority
delegated by the Board of Directors.™ -

Reports of the Director of the Division
of Bank Supervision with respect to appli-
cations or requests approved by him and
the various Regional Directors pursuant
to authority deletated by the Board of Di-
rectors.

Reports of security transactions author-
ized by the Acting Chairman.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-

JFORMATION:

Alan R. Miller, Executive Secretary,
202-389-4446.

- [S-2537-18 Filed 12—14—78; 11:25 am]

[6714-01-M]

]
FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURAN CE
CORPORATION.

TIME AND DATE: 10:30
Wednesday, December 20, 1978.

PLACE: Board Room, 6th Floor, FDIC
Building, 550-17th Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C.

STATUS: Closed.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

a.m.,

1

Modesto Banking Co., a proposed new
bank to be located at 1120 11th Street,
Modesto, Calif., for Federal deposit Insur.
ance,

Prairie State Bzmk of Eden Prairie,
Minn,, a proposed new bank to be located
at Minnesota Protective Life Bullding,
7901 Flying Cloud Drive, Eden Prairle,
Minn., for Federal deposit insurance,

Metropolitan Bank, a proposed now
bank to be located at 15806 S.E, McLoughs
lin Boulevard, Oak Grove, Oreg,, for Fed-
eral deposit insurance.

Liberty State Bank, a proposed new
bank to be located at 6500 Indiana
Avenue, Lubbock, Tex., for Federal depos-
it insurance.

Edgewood Bank of Greenfleld, 8 pro-
posed new bank to be located at 4859
.South 76th Street, Greenfield,.Wls., for
Federal deposit insurance.

Applications for consent establish
branches:

First Enterprise Bank, Oakliand, Calif.,
for consent to establish a branch at 1369
Henry Street, Berkeley, Calif.

The Bowery Savings Bank, New York
(Manhattan), N.Y., for consent to estab-
lish a branch at the northeast corner of
Green Acres Road and Sidney Place,
Valley Stream, N.Y.

Memorandum and resolution proposing a

to

waliver of certain provisions of the assist.:

ance agreement entered into between the

° Corporation and Farmers Bank of the
State of Delaware, Dover, Del.

Request pursuant to section 19 of tho Fed.
eral Deposit Insurance Actfor consent to
service of a person convicted of an offense
involving dishonesty or a breach of trust
as a director, officer, or employee of an in-
sured bank:

Name of person and of bank authorized
to be exempt from disclosure pursuant to
the provisions of subsection (¢)(6) of tha
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5
U.S.C. 552b(eX6)).

Application for consent to merge and estab-
lish branches:

Depositors Trust Co. of Bangor, Bangor,
Maine, an insured State nonmember bank,
for consent to merge under its charter,
and with the title of “Depositors Trust
Co. of Eastern Maine,” with The Liberty
National Bank in Ellsworth, Ellsworth,
Maine, and for consent to establish the
four existing offices of The Liberty Na«
tional Bank in Ellsworth as branches of
the resultant bank.

Application for consent to merge, establish
branches, and exercise trust powers:

Depositors Trust Co. of Portland, Port«
land, Maine, an insured State nonmember
bank, for consent to merge with Spring.
vale National Bank, Springvale, Malne
under the charter of Depositors Trust Co.
of Portland and with the title of “Deposi-
tors Trust CO. of Southern Maine;” for
consent to establish the two offices of
Springvale National Bank as branches of
the resultant bank; and for consent for
the resultant bank to exerclse trust
powers.

Recommendations regarding the liquldauon
of a bank’s assets acquired by the Corpo-
ration in its capacity as recelver, lquidae
tor, or liquidating agent of those assets:

Case No. 43,720-L—Franklin National
Bank, New York, N.Y.

Case No. 43,727-SR—Sharpstown State
Bank, Houston, Tex.
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Case No:. 43,728-I—Franklin National
Bank, New York, N.Y. ~

Case No. 43,729-L—Algoma Bank,
Algoma, Wis.

Case No. 43,734-L—American Bank &
Trust, Orangeburg, S.C.

Case No. 43,736-L—Franklin National
Bank, New York, N.Y.

Case No. 43,740-IL—Banco Credito y
Ahorro Ponceno, Ponce, Puerto Rico

Case No. 43, 742-L—Northeast Bank of
Houston, Houston, Tex.

Case No. 43,743-SR—Frontier Bank,
Covelo, Calif.

Case No. 43,754-NR—United States Na-
tional Bank, San Diego, Calif. °

Memorandum Te: Franklin National
Bank, New York, N.Y.

Memorandum re: The Hamilton Nation-

al Bank of Chattanooga, Chattanooga,

Tenn:
Memorandum re: Citizens State Bank,
Carrizo Springs, Tex.

Recommendations with respect to payment
for legal services rendered and expenses
incurred in connection with receivership
and liquidation activities:

- Schall, Boudreau & Gore, San Diego,

Calif., in connection with the receivership-

of TUnited States National Bank, San
Diego, Calif.

Recommendations with respect to the initi-

ation or termination of cease-and-desist
proceedings, termination-of-insurance pro-
ceedings, or suspension or removal pro-
ceedings against certain insured banks or
officers or directors thereof:
. Names of persons and names and loca-
tions of banks authorized to be exempt
from disclosure pursuant to the provisions
of subsections (cX6), (cX8), and
(eX9XAXii) of the “Government in the
Sunshine Act” (5 US.C. 552b(c)(6) (€)(8),
and (cX9)(A)ED).

Reports of commltbees and officers:

Audit Report of Public Voucher Process
dated September 11, 1978.

Personnel actions regarding appointments,
promotions, administrative pay increases,
reassignments, retirements, separations,
Temovals, ete,:

Names of employees authorized to be
exempt from disclosure pursuant to the

- provisions of subsections (cX2) and (¢X6)
of the “Government in the Sunshine Act”
(5 U.S.C. 552b (¢X2) and (cX6)).

Study report of a Grievance Officer’s rec-
ommendations submitted in connection
with the formal grievance of a Corpora-
tion employee.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Alan R. Miller, Executive Secretary,
202-389-4446. -

[5-2538-78 Filed 12-14-78; 11:25 am]

[6714-01-M]
7 .

" FEDERATL  DEPOSIT INSURAN:CE

CORPORATION.

Notice of Changes in Subject Matter
of Agency Meet}i‘ng.

Pursuant to the provisions of subsec-
tion (e)(2) of the “Government in the
Sunshine Act” (5 U.S.C. 552b(e)2)),
notice is hereby given that at its

\

SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS

closed meeting held at 10:30 a.m. on
December 7, 1978, the Board of Direc-
tors determined, on motion of Acting
Chairman John G. Heimann, seconded
by Director Willlam M. Isaac (Ap-
pointive), that Corporation business
required the addition of the following
matters to the agenda for the meeting,
on less than 7 days' notice to the
public:

Recommendations regarding the liquida-
tion of assets acquired by the Corporation
in its capacity as receiver of United States
National Bank, San Diego, Calif., such rec-
ommendation being contained in Case No.
43,730-NR, Case No. 43,738-NR, and a Legal
Divison memorandum dated November 24,
1978.

Recommendation regarding payment for
legal services rendered and expenses in-
curred by the {irm of Schall, Boudreau, &
Gore, San Dlego, Calif., in connection with
the receivership of United States National
Bank, San Diego, Callf.

Resolution proposing the settlement of
litigation arising in connection with the re-
ceivership of United States National Bank,
San Diego, Calif.

The Board further determined by
the same® majority vote, that the
public interest did not require consid-
eration of the recommendations and
resolutions in a2 meeting open to public
observation and that such recommen-
dations and resolutions could be con-
sidered in a meeting closed to public
observation by authority of subsec-
tions (c)(4), (c)(9)B) and (c)(10) of the
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5
U.S.C. 552b(c)(4), (eX9XB) and
(c)(10)).

The Board also determined, by the
same majority vote, that no earlier
notice of the changes in the subject
matter of the meeting was practicable.

Dated: December 7, 1978.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION,

_ Aran R. MILreR,

Ezecutive Secrelary.

[S-2534-78 Filed 12-14~78; 11:25 am]

[6714-01-M]
8

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION.

Notice of Changes in Subject Matter
of Agency Meeting.

Pusuant to the provisions of subsec-
tion (e)(2) of the “Government in the
Sunshine Act” (5 U.S.C. §52b(e)(2)),
notice is hereby given that at its open
ineeting held at 10 a.m. on December
7, 1978, the Corporation’s Board of Di-
rectors voted om motion of Acting
Chairman John G. Heimann, seconded
by Director William M. Isaac (Ap-
pointive), to withdraw the following
ite;ms from consideration:

58895

Recommendation with respect to payment
for legal services rendered and expenses in-
curred by the f{irm of Schall, Boudreau &
Gore, San Diego, Callf., in connection with
the recelvership of United States National
Bank, San Diego, Calif.

Memorandum and resolution proposing
the adoption of a Liquidation Graded
Salary Plan.

The Board further determined, by
the same majority vote, that no earlier
notice of the changes in the subject
matter of the meeting was practicable.

" Dated: Dec. 7, 1978.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION,
Arax R. MILLER,

Ezxecutive Secretary.

(S-2533-78 Filed 12-14-178; 11:25 am]

[6740-02-M]

9

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY
COMMISSION.

“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT:
‘To be published December 15,‘19’18.

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME
AND DATE OF MEETING: 10 am.,
December 13, 1978.

CHANGE IN THE MEETING: The
following items have been added:

Item No., Dockel No., and Company

CI-5. CP15-209, El Paso Natural Gas Co.,
CI75-549, Texaco Inc,

- 11-5. Revenue Act of 1978.

M-6. RM79- , Treatment of Certain Pro- -
duction Related Costs for Gas to be
Transported through the Alaska Natural
Gas Transportation System.

M-T. Notice of Public Hearing on Interim
Regulations Implementing Natural Gas
Pollcy Act of 1978.

Kz-:mzmn P. PLumMz,
. Secretary.
[S-2545-78 Filed 12-14-78; 3:41 pm]

[6740-02-M]
10

FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY
COMMISSION.

TIME AND DATE: 10 am., December
20, 1978.

PLACE: 825 North Capitol Street NE.,
Washington, D.C. 20426, Room 9306.

STATUS: Open.

MATTERS TQ BE CONSIDERED:
Agenda.

Nore—Iitems listed on the agenda may be
deleted without further notice,

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Kenneth F. Plumb, Secretary, tele-

N 3
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:phone 202-275-4166. -

This is a list of matters to be consid-
ered by the Commission. It does not
include a listing of all papers relevant
to the items on the agenda. However,

*all public documents may be examined.
in the Office of Public Information.

GAs AGENDA—212TH MEETING, DECEMBER 20,
1978, REGULAR MEETING

CAG-1. Docket No. RP73-43 (PGAT8-4),
Mid Louisiana Gas Co. .

CAG-2, Docket Nos. RP71-16 (PGA No 79-
la) and RP74-29 (DCA No. 79-1a), Mid-
western Gas Transmission Co.

CAG-3. Docket Nos. RP78-76 and RP73-114
(PGA Nos. 79-1 and 79-1a), RP74-24 (DCA
No. 79-1) and RP74-73 (R. & D. No. 79-1),
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a division of
Tenneco Inc.

CAG-4. Docket No. RP74-97 (PGA No. 79-
1), Montana Dakota Utilities Co. .

CAG-5. Docket No. RP72-133 (PGA No. 79-
2), Mississippi River Transmission Corp. *

CAG-6. Docket No. R-408, Amendments to
the purchased gas cost adjustment provi-
sions in natural gas pipeline companies
FERC gas tariffs.

CAG-1. Docket No. RP78-76, Gas Research
Institute.

CAG-8. Docket Nos. RP78-76 and R-406,
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp.

CAG-9.. Docket Nos. CP77-289 and CP73-
334, El Paso Natural Gas Co.

CAG-10. Docket No. CI78-773, Transco Ex-
ploration Co. Docket No. CI78-586,
Transco Exploration Co. Docket No. CI-
78-561, Transco Exploration Co. Docket
No. CI77-801, Montsanto Co. Docket No.
CI79-4, Chevron U.S.A., Inc. Docket No.
CI178-1250, Chevron U.S.A., Inc. Docket
No. CI79-12, Dorchester Exploration, Inc.
Docket No. CI78-894, Getty Oil Co.
Docket No. CI77-425, Ladd Petroleum Co.
Docket No. CI'78-781, American Petrofina
Co. of Texas. Docket No. CI78-289, Xerr-,
McGee Corp. Docket No. CI77-412, Phil-
ligs Petroleum Co. Docket No. CP77-558
United Gas Pipe Line Co. Docket No.
CP77-577, Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line
Co.< .

CAG-11. Docket Nos. CP78-272, Et Al,, The
Brooklyn Union Gas Co., Et Al

CAG-12. Docket No. CP78-312 Transcontl-
nental Gas Pipe Line Corp.

CAG-13. Docket No. CP77-407, El Paso Nat-
ural Gas Co. Docket No. CP77-381, Pacific
Interestate Transmission Co. Docket No.

- CP177-378, Northwest Pipe Line Corp.

CAG-14. Docket No. CP75-33, Mountain
Fuel Supply Co.

CAG-15. Docket No. CP75-215, Mountam
Fuel Supply Co.

CAG-16. Docket No. CP78-478, Michigan.
Wisconsin Pipe Line Co.

CAG-117. Docket No. CP78-413, Columbia
Gas Transmission Corp.

CAG-18. Docket No. CP78-368 Panhandle
Eastern Pipe Line Co.

CAG-19. Docket No. CP78-518 Trunkline
Gas Co., Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line
Corp.

CAG-20. Docket No. CP77-320, Natural Gas
Pipeline Co. of America, Michigan ‘Wiscon-
sin Pipe Line Co., Transcontinental Gas
Pipe Line Corp., United Gas Pipe Line Co.,
Tennessee Gas Pipeline co., a Division of.
Tenneco Inc., and National Fuel Gas
Suply Corp.

SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS -

CAG-21. Docket No.. CP71-304, The Union
Light, Heat & Power Co. & Columbia Gas
Transmission Corp. .

CAG-22. Docket No. CP78-449, Northwest
Pipeline Corp. Docket No. CP78-492,
Mountain Fuel supply Co.

CAG-23. Docket No. CP78-410, Florida Gas
Transmission Co.

CAG-24.-Docket No. CP'78-543, Tennessee
Gas Pipeline Co a Division of Tenneco,
Inc.

{CAG-25. Docket No. CP78-181, Natural Gas
Pipeline Co. of America.

X. PIPEL‘INE RATE MATTERS

RP-1. Docket No. RP79-10 and RP79-13,
Great Lakes Gas Transmission Co.

RP-2. Docket No. RP79-11, Texas Gas Pipe
Line Corp.

RP-3. Docket No. RP79-12, El Paso Natural
Gas Co.

RP-4. Docket No. RP-79-15, Grand Bay Gas
‘Transmission Co.

RP-5. Docket No. RM77—14 and R-406,
"Colorado Interstate Gas Co.-

. RP-6. Docket No. RP—72-133, United Gas

Pipe Line Co. .

RP-1. Docket No. RP79-14, Northwest Pipe-
line Corp.

RP-8. Docket No. RP77-98, Natural Gas
Pipeline Co. of America.

+ L]
*. 11" PRODUCER CERTIFICATE MATTERS

CI-1. Docket No. RI77-129, Coastal States
Gas Producing Co.

CI-2. Docket No.
Duncan, Jr., Et Al.

~1II. PIPELINE CERTIFICATE MATTERS

CS78-509, J. Walter

CP-1. Docket No. CP77-523, Delhi Gds Pipe- «

line Corp. Docket No. CP77-649, Northern
Natural Gas Co. Docket No. CP77-652,
Panhandle Eastern Pipeline Co. Docket
No. CP77-657, Columbia Gas Transmis-
sion Corp. & Columbia Gulf Transmission
Co. Docket No. CP78-480, Northern Natu-
ral Gas Co. Docket No. CP78-511, Panhan-
dle Eastern. Pipe Line Co. & Trunkline
Gas Co.

CP-2. Docket No. CP76-241 and CP76-242,
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Co.
Docket No. CP76-249, Southern -Natural
Gas Co. Docket No. CP76-270, Gas Gath-
ering Corp. Docket No. CP77-156, Natural
Gas Pipeline Co. of America. Docket No.
CPT77-185, Texas Eastern Transmission
Corp. & National Fuel Gas Supply Corp.

-CP-3. Docket Nos. CP74-289, CP73-334 and
CP75-360, El Paso Natural Gas Co. Docket
No. CP78-500, El Paso Natural Gas Co.
Docket No. CP77-289, El Paso Natural
Gas Co. Docket No. CP77-512, Clay Basin

~ Storage Co.

CP-4. Docket No. CP76-448, Natxonal Fuel
Gas Distribution Corp.

CP-5. Docket No. CP78-325, Texas Gas
Transmission Corp. ~

CP-6. Docket No. CP'75-104, High Island
Offshore system,

CP-7. Docket ‘Nos. RP-71-29, Et Al. (Phase
II). United Gas Pipe-Line Co.

MISCELLANEOUS AGENDA—212TH MEETING,
DECEMBER 20, 1978, REGULAR MEETING

CAM-1. Docket No. RA79 1, Union 011 Co.
of California.

CAM-2. Docket No. RA79-7 McCu]loch Gas
Processing Corp.

CAM-3. Docket No. RA79-3, Texaco, Inc.

CAM-4. Docket No. RAT9-6, Anadarko Pro-
duction Co. .

1

CAM-5. Docket No. RAT9-4, Arlzonn Fuels
Corp.

CAM-6. Secretary of Energy’s proposed rule
to amend 10 CFR 212,126, Mandatory Pe-
.troleum Price Regulations for Reflners—
Resubmission and Refiling of FEO-96,
P110, and EIA-14 Forms.

M-1. Inclusion of Adjustment Regulations.

M-2. Interim Rule on 8315 of NGPA, Offers
and Right of First Refusal.

PowER AGENDA—212TH MEETING, DECEMBER
20, 1978, REGULAR MEETING

CAP-1, Docket No. ES79-7, Idaho Power Co.
CAP-2. Docket No. ES79-12, Gulf States
Utilities Co.

1. ELECTRIC RATE MATTERS

ER-1. Docket No. ER78-512, Wisconsin
Electric Power Co.

ER-2. Docket No. ER76-539, Missourl Power
& Light Co.

ER-3. Docket No. ER78-513, Public Service
Co. of Indiana, Inc.

ER-~4. Docket Nos. ER76-399 arid ER76-303,
Wisconsin Electric Power Co. & Wisconsin
Michigan Power Co.

ER-5. Docket Nos. EL-78-15 and ER78-339,
Public Service Co of New Hampshiire.

ER-6. Docket No. EL-78-217, Alabama Eléc-
tric Cooperative, Inc., Et Al (Petitioners)
v. Alabama Power Company.

ER-7. Docket No. ERT76-588,
Kansas Power Co., Inc.

ER-~8. Docket No. E-8570, Southern Callfor«
nia Edison Co.

ER-9. Docket Nos. ER-76-304, ER76-317
and ER 76-498, New England Power Co.

Central

_ER-10. Docket No. E-9520, Illinois Power

Co.

ER-11. Docket No. Robert P,
Reuss.

ER~12. Ddcket No. ID-1709, Willls C, Fitkin,
Docket No. ID-1710. Willlam ny‘us Ma.
cinnes.

ER-~13. Docket No. ID-1758. Charles T.
Fisher, III. Docket No. 1D-1759, Richatd
C. Gerstemberg.

ID-1823,

11. LICENSED PROJECT MATTERS

P-1. Project No. 2749, Southslide Electri¢ Co-
operative.

P-2. Project No. 2645, Niagara Mohawk
Power Corp.

P-3. Project No. 1107, City of Ashland,
Oreg.

,

KENNETH 'F. Prums,
Secretary.

[S-2536-78 Flled 12-14-78; 11:25 am}

[6720-01-M] ) .
1

FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
BOARD.

“FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT:

-Vol. 43, No. 237, page 57718, Friday,

December 8, 1978.

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME
AND DATE OF MEETING: 9:30 a.m.,
December 14, 1978.

PLACE: 1700 G Street NW., Sixth
Floor, Washington, D.C.

STATUSE Open meeting,
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CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION: -

Franklin O. Bolling, 202-377-66717.
CHANGES IN THE MEETING:

THE FOLLOWING ITEM HAS BEEN
ADDED TO THE AGENDA FOR

THE OPEN MEETING: Consideration.

of 1978 Election Results—Federal
Home Loan Bank Directors.

No. 202, December 11, 1978.

' RoNaLD A. SNIDER,
Assistant Secretary.

[S-2543-78 Filed 12-14-78; 3:41 pm]

[6720-01-M]

12
" FEDERAL HOME LOAN BANK
BOARD.

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 am., Decem-
ber 21, 1978.

PLACE: 1700 G Street NW., Sixth
Floor, Washington, D.C.

STATUS: Open meeting. .

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Franklin O. Bolling, 202-377-6671.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:

Consideration of Receipt of Funds by the
Office of Neighborhood Reinvestment.

Consideration of Termination of Insurance
and Refund of Secondary Reserve—First
Federal Savings & Loan Association of
Salem, Oreg.

Application for Service Corporation Aciti-
vity—Franklin Progress Corp. (Franklin
Federal Savings & Loan Association; Co-
Iumbus, Ohio.)

Branch Office Application—Geneva Federal
Savings & XLoan Association, Geneva,
Ohio. R

Consideration of Designation of Principal
Supervisor Agent for the Federal Home
Bank of Indianapolis—Gordon J. Husk,

Consideration of Withdrawal from Bank
Membership—The Monumental Building,
Loan & Savings Association, Philadelphia,
Pa.

- Consideration of Withdrawal from Bank
Membership—The Cedar Building Associ-
ation, Philadelphia, Pa.

- Branch Office Application—Florida Federal
Savings & Loan Association, St. Peters-
burg, Fla.

Consideration’ of Designation of Principal
Supervisory Agent for the Federal Home
Ioan Bank of Little Rock—Joseph W.
Keen, Jr.

Application for Pedestrian Facility-First
Federal Savings & Loan Association of
Cocoa, Cocoa, Fla.

Branch Office Application—Metropolitan
Federal Savings & Loan Association of
Fargo, Fargo, N. Dak.

Branch Office Application—Alpine Federal
Savings & Loan Association, Oak Creek,
Colo.

Branch Office Application—Valley Federal
Savings & Loan Association, McAllen,
Tex.

Consideration of Proposed Merger—Row-
land Savings & Loan Association, Row-

SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS

land, N.C. into Robeson Savings & Loan
Assoclation, Lumberton, N.C.

Branch Office Applecation—Jefferson Fed-
eral Savings & Loan Assoclation, Birming-

Ala,

Concurrent Consideration of Branch Office
Applications: (1) Home Federal Savings &
Loan Assoclation of San Dlego, San Diego,
Calif.; and, (2) Glendale Federal Savings
& Loan Assoclation, Glendale, Callf.

Service Corporation Activity Application—
First Federal Savings & Loan Assoclation
of San Antonlo, San Antonio, Tex.

Concurrent Consideration of Branch Office
Applications: (1) Pacific Federal Savings
& Loan Association, Hollywood, Calif.;
and, (2) Western Federal Savings & Loan
Assoclation, Los Angeles, Callf,

Application for Merger: 1st Savings & Loan
Association of Wilmington, Wilmington,
1L, into Home Savings & Loan Assocl-
ation of Jollet, Jollet, IlL

Application for Increase in Accounts of an
Insurable Type by Purchase of Branch
Offices—Santa Barbara Savings & Loan
Association, Santa Barbara, Calif., to Pur-
chase Three Branch Offices From Brent-
wood Savings & Loan Assoclation, Los An-
geles, Callf,

Service Corporation Activity Application
and RSU Project Modification—Point of
Sale Services, Inc, (Twin City Federal Sav-
fngs & Loan Association, Minneapolfs,
Minn,)

Application for Bank Membership—Deep
River Savings Bank, Deep River, Conn.

Modification of Insurance of Accounts—
Peninsula Savings & Loan Assoclalton,
Soldotna, Alaska.

Merger Application—First Federal Savings
& Yoan Assoclation of Mount Vernon,
Mount Vernon, Wash., into Washington
Federal Savings & Loan Assoclation of Se-
attle, Seattle, Wash.

Consideration of PAMICO Amendment.

Cohsideration of ‘Two Items Regarding Fed-
eral Home Loan Bank Dividend Policy.

Consideration of Proposed 1879 Budget of
the Office of Nelghborhood Reinvest-
ment,

No. 204, December 14, 1978.

RONALD A. SNIDER,
Assistant Secretary.

[S-2544-18 Filed 12-14-78; 3:41 p.m.}

[6730-01-M]

13
FEDERAL MARITIME COMMIS-
SION. .

TIME AND DATE: 9 am,, December
21,1978,

PLACE: Room 12126, 1100 L Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20573.

STATUS: Parts of the meeting will be
open to the public. The rest of the
meeting will be closed to the public.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
Portions open to the public:

1. Agreements Nos. 10293 and 10925:
Space Chartering Agrecments between
Flota Mercante Grancolombiana, S.A.
(FLota) and Andino Chemical Shipping Inc.
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and Maritima Transligra, S.A. in the trades
between the United States and Colombia.

2. Agreements Nos. 3103-66 and 150-66:
self-policing amendments to the Japan/
Korea Atlantic and Gulf Preight Confer-
ence and the Trans-Pacific Freight Confer-
ence of Japan-Korea agreements.

3. Agreements Nos. 9873-3 and 10330:
Cargo revenue pooling agreement in the
United States West Coast/Brazil trades.

4. Agreement No. 10116-2: Application for
extension of a pooling agreement in the
trades between Japanese and U.S. West
Coast ports. ,

5. Proposed rules implementing the ‘do-
mestic offshore tariff filing requirements of
Publle Law 95-475.

6. Possible sanctions against Baltic Ship-
ping Company pursuant to section 19 of the
Merchant Marine Act, 1920.

7. Implementation of “Controlled carrier” |
bill (P.L. 95-483).

8. Docket No. 73-64: Self-Policing Sys-
tems—Consideration of petition for stay of
effective date of rules.

9. Special Docket No. 556: Pan-dmericen
Industries, Inc. v. Sea-Land Service, Inc.—
Conslderation of the record. .

Portion closed to the public:

1, Docket No. 74-53: Agreement No. 17-
34—Application of the Far East Conference
for Intermodal Authority—Consideration of
the record.

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN-
FORMATION:

Francis C. Hurney, Secretary, 202-
523-5725.

[S-2530-78 Filed 12-14-78; 11:25 am]

[6725-01-M]
14
FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND

‘HEALTH REVIEW COMMISSION.

TIME AND DATE‘ 10 aam., December
21, 1978.

PLACE: Room 600, 1730 K Street
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006.

STATUS: This meeting will be open.

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED:
The Commission will consider and act
upon the following:

1. Local Union 1957, UMWA, David Biggs,
et al. v. Southern Ohio Ceel Compeny,
Docket No, VINC 77-112 (petition for discre-
tionary review).

2., Local Union No. 1110, UMWA and
Robert L. Carney v. Conscl, Docket No.
MORG 77-20 (discrimination proceeding).

3. Penn Allegh Cocl Co. Inc.,, Docket No.
JPITT 178-97-P (petition for discretionary
*review).

4. Pitlsburg & Midway Caal Co., Docket
No. IBMA 76-57 (withdrawal order proceed-
ing).

CONTACT PERSON FOR FURTHER
INFORMATION:

Donald Terry, 202-653-5644.
[S-2546-78 Filed 12-14-78; 3:54¢ pm1}
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[6750-01-M]
.15
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION.-

" “FEDERAL REGISTER” CITATION.

OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT:
FR 43, December 11, 1978, Page No.
58012

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME
AND DATE OF THE MEETING: 2
p.m., Thursday, December 14, 1978.

CHANGES IN THE AGENDA: The
Federal Trade Commission . has
changéd the date of the previously an-
nounced oral argument from Thurs-
day, ‘December 14, 1978, 2 p.m,, to
Friday, December 15, 1978, 2 p.., -

[S-2531-78 Filed 12-14-78; 11:25 am]

[6750-01-M]
16 -t
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION.

“F‘EDERAL REGISTER” CITATION
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT:
FR 43, December 11, 1978, Page No.

58012.

PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME
AND DATE OF THE MEETING: 10
a.m., Friday, December 15, 1978.

CHANGES IN THE AGENDA: The"

Federal Trade Commission has
changed the time and date of the pre-
viously announced monthly policy
review session from Friday, December
15, 1978, 10 a.m.,, to Thursday Decem-
ber 14, 1978, 2 p.m.

[S-2532-~78 Filed 12-14—78 8:45 am]

SUNSHINE A'E:T MEETINGS
- [8010-01-M]

17

SECURITIES® AND EXCHAi\TGE
COMMISSION.

“FEDERATL: REGISTER” CITATION
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT:
43 FR 58012, December 11, 19781

STATUS Closed meetmg

PLACE: Room 825, 500 North Capitol
Street, Washington, D.C.

DATE PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED:
Monday, November 27, 1978.

CHANGES IN MEETING: Reschedul-
ing of items/additional items.

“The following items will not be con-
sidered at the closed meeting sched-
uled for Tuesday, December 12, 1978
at 10 a.m., but have been rescheduled
for the closed meeting on Wednesday,
December 13, 1978, at 9 a.m.:

Institution of injunctive action.
. Personnel matter.

The following additional items will
be considered at the closed meeting
scheduled for Wednesday, December
13, 1978, at 9.a.m.:

Regulatory matters regarding financial in-
stitutions.

Chairman Williams, Commissioners
Loomis, Evans, Pollack, and Karmel
determined that Commission business

- required the above changes and that

no-earlier notice thereof was possible.

DECEMBER 12, 1978.
[S-2540-78 Filed 12-14-78; 3:18 pm]
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[4110-02-M]
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE
Office of Education
[45 CFR Parts 161 and 161a]
CAREER EDUCATION INCENTIVE PROGRAMS -
Proposed Regulations ’
AGENCY: Office of Education, HEW.
ACTION: Proposed regulations.
SUMMARY: The Commissioner of
Education proposes to issue regula-
tions to govern the Career Education
Incentive Program - established
through the enactment of the Career
Education Incentive Act.

The Act authorized -four new pro-
grams of financial assistance to enable

public and private agencies and orga- .

nizations to make career education a

major goal of education by increasing.

the emphasis they place on career
awareness, exploration, decisionmak-
ing, and planning. Each agency and or-

ganization funded under these pro- .

grams must conduct these activities in

a2 manner that eliminates practices,

that promote discrimination, bias, and
stereotyping based on race, sex, age,
economic status, and handicap.

DATES: Comments must be received
on or before February 1, 1979. Public
meetings will be held in three cities at
the addresses listed below. The date
and time for each meeting follow:

December 29, 1978, 9:00 a.m.-3:00
p.m.—St. Louis, Missouri  _

January 6, 1979, 9:00 a.m.-3:00 p.m—-
Phoenix, Arizona

January 12, 1979, 9:00 2.m.-3:00 p.m.—
Washington, D.C.

ADDRESSES:  Submit comments to
Dr. Sidney C. High, Jr., U.S. Office of
Education, 7th and D Streets, SW.,
Regional Office Building 3, Room
3108-A, Washington, D.C. 20202. The

public meetings will be held at the fol- -

lowing locations:
December 29, 1978—9:00 a.m.-3:00
p.m.—Stowe College Auditorium,

3026 Laclede Avenue, St. Louis, Mis-
souri

January 6, 1979—9:00 2.m.-3:00 p.m.—
Phoenix .College, Building C, Room
102, 1202 West Thomas Road, Phoe-
nix, Arizona

January 12, 1979—9:00 a.m.-3:00 p.m.—
HEW North Auditorium, 300 Inde-
pendence Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT:

Dr. Sidney C. High, Jr Telephone
202-245-2331. .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

(a) Organization. -
Part 161, as set forth in these pro-

PROPOSED RULES

posed regulations, contains those pro-
visions applicable. to the program of
Federal assistance to States and Insu-
lar Areas to enable them to provide
leadership and to implement. career
education in public and private non-
profit elementary and secondary
schools. The assistance provided under

this Part is also subject to the applica- -

ble provisions contained in the Office
of Education General Provisions Regu-

lations -published in 45 CFR Parts 100,
-and 100b (38 FR 30661, 30679, Novem-
-ber 6,.1973).

Part 161a, as set forth in these pro-

posed regulations, contains those pro-

visions applicable to the three discre-
tionary programs authorized under
Secs. 10, 11, and 12 of the Act.

The first of these programs, the
model demonstration program, en-
ables State and local educational agen-
cies, institutions of postsecondary edu-
cation, and other non-profit agencies
to demonstrate effective career educa-
tion techniques and to develop exem-
plary career education models. Both
new applicants as well as applicants
who have conducted projects of

-proven effectiveness may apply for as-

sistance under this program. Projects
funded undér the model demonstra-
tion program may address any of the
following purposes:

1. Promote and sustain dwerse com-
munity and parent collaboration in
the delivery of career awareness, ex-
ploration, decxsxonmakmg and plan-
ning;

2. Eliminate or counteract practices
of discrimination, bias, and stereotyp-
ing based on race/ethnicity, sex, age,
economic status, and handicap in
career awareness, exploration, deci-
sionmaking and planning; or B

3. Enable handicapped students to
engage in career awareness, explora-
tion, decisionmaking and planning.

Each project funded under this pro-
gram must include objectives, meth-
ods, and evaluation techniques-that
address the elimination of discrimina-
tion, bias, and stereotyping in career
education activities. Section 10 of the
Act authorizes the Commissioner to
conduct this program by issuing
grants. :

The second program, the postsecon-
dary career education demonstration
program, authorized under Sec. 11 of
the Act, enables public and private
non-profit agencies and organizations
to conduct postsecondary career edu-
cation projects. \

Each project must be of national sig-
nificance or of special value to others.
Each ‘project must address the elimi-
nation of discrimination, bias, and ste-
reotyping in career education activi-
ties. Projects may demonstrate effec-
tive techniques of—

1. Promoting career education- in
postsecondary education programs;

2. Promoting postsecondary career
guidance and counseling programs de-
signed to overcome bias and discrimi-
nation based on race, sex, age, eco-
nomic status and handicap; or

3. Strengthening career guidance,

“counseling placement and followup.

The final program, the career educa-
tion information program, authorized
under Sec. 12 of the Act, enables the
Commissioner to provide financial as.
sistance to projects designend to fur-
nish information on Federal programs
that gather, analyze and disseminate
occupational and career information.
The program also provides financial
assistance to projects designed to
gather and disseminate information
about exemplary career education pro-
grams,

The postsecondary career edutcation
program and the career education In-
formation program may be conducted
by grant, by contract, through some
other ‘arrangement, or by a combina.
tion of these methods.

If the Commissioner administers
either of these programs by contract,
as authorized by Secs. 11 and.12 of the
Act, the programs are governed by the
applicable provisions of the Federal
Procurement Regulations, 41 CFR
Chapters 1 and 3.

If the Commissioner administers
either of these programs by grant the
programs are governed by the applica-
ble provisions of 45 CFR Parts 100 and
100a (38 FR 30661, 30662, November 6,
1973, as amended).

(b) Questions and Answers.

The Career Education Incentive Act
is explained by the following questions
and answers:

Have there been other career edica-
tion programs and projects?

The Office of Education has funded
career education research and demon-
stration projects under the Vocational
Education Act, the Cooperative Re-
search Act, and the Education Profes-
sions Development Act.

Since August 1974, the Office of
Education has funded projects under
section 406 -of the Education Amend-
ments of 1974. )

Section 406 of the Education
Amendments of 1974 enables public
and private non-profit agencles and or-
ganizations to conduct career educa-
tion demonstration projects at the ele-
mentary and secondary school levels.
It also enables States and Insular
Areas to plan for the implementation
of career education in elementary and
secondary schools. This legislation ex-

pires on September 30, 1978, unless {t

is extended.

.In the Education Amendments of
1976, Congress authorized two one-
year programs, one for States to plan
for the career education and career de-
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velopment of individuals of all ages,
and one for public and private non-pri-
vate agencies and organizations to con-
duct career information projects. Nei-
ther of these programs was funded.

The new Career Education Incentive
Act enables States and Insular Areas
to implement career education in the
elementary and secondary schools. It
enables public and private agencies
and organizations to conduct model
demonstration projects, postsecondary
career education demonstration pro-
jects, and career education informa-
tion projects. The new Act extends the
planning activities, authorized under
section 406, to implement as well as to
expand the scope of demonstration ac-
tivities to include postsecondary career
education demonstration activities. It
also includes a career education infor-
mation program that is designed to
gather and disseminate information
about other Federal occupational in-
formation programs and exemplary
career education programs for use by
projects assisted under the Act and by
the general public.

Why is this Act called the Career
Education Incentive Act? ~

Congress. wants the recipients of
these funds to incorporate career edu-
cation into the existing educational
programs over a five year period.
Thus, the Federal cost is viewed as an
incentive to achieve this goal. i

Why did Congress enacl the Career
Education Incentive Act? )

- The Congress declares that:

1. A major purpose of education is to
prepare each person for a career that
is suitable to that person’s preference;

2. Career education should be a inte-
gral part of thé Nation’s educational
process;

3. Career education holds a promise
of improving the quality of education
and of opening career opportunities to
all students by relating education to
their life aspirations; and -

4, Bducational agencies and organi-*
zations should make every effort to
fulfill that purpose.

(Sec. 2, Pub. L. 95-207; 20 U.S.C. 2601)

.Why does the Act place so much em-
phasis on the elimination of discrimi-
nation, bias and stereolyping based on’
race, sexr, age, economic stalus, and
handicap? . .

Diserimination, stereotyping, and
bias exist in society and are reflected
in the schools. At an early age chil-
dren learn that certain behavior is
“appropriate” for girls and that other
behayvior is“appropriate” for boys.

Children learn that some occupa-
tions are “appropriate” for women and
others are “appropriate” for men.
They learn similar false notions about
racial and ethnic groups, old people,
poor people, and handicapped people.

PROPOSED RULES

Aside from the fact that discrimina-
tion, stereotyping, and blas'are unfair,
they are destructive in that they limit
the aspiration and achievement of one
set of students and distort the percep-
tion of the others. Career opportuni-
ties must be open to all students.

For these reasons the Career Educa-
tion' Incentive Act requires that each
funded program and project promote
equal opportunity for all students
through the elimination of discrimina-
tion, bias, and stereotyping based on
race, sex, age, economic status and
handicap.

What does this mean for programs
and projects assisted under this Act?

It means that the staff of each pro-
gram and project must become aware
of the practices that promote and per-
petuate discrimination, stereotyping,
and bias. Only those instructional ma-
terials that are free of bias and stereo-
typing should be purchased. If exist-
ing instructional materials are biased
or depict stereotypes, teachers and
counselors must alert students and
take measures to counteract the bias
and stereotyping.

Readers are urged to review Guide-
lines lto Insure Sex Fairness in Educa-
tion Division Communicalion and
Products, prepared by Women on
Words and Images Inc., for the Na-
tional Advisory Council on Women’s
Educational Programs. For a free copy
write the Council at 1832 M Street,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036.

Teachers and counselors should
select resource persons and field expe-
riences carefully to make sure that
stereotypes-are not perpetuated when
students engage in career awareness
and exploration activities. Students
should be afforded opportunities to
see “non-traditional role models.”
With respect to decisionmaking and
planning, the race, sex, age, economic
status, and handicap of a student
should never be used as a reason for a
student not to pursue a career inter-
est.

All products developed with funds
authorized under this Act must be {ree
of bias and stereotyping.

Programs and projects assisted
under this Act must adhere to the
State's definition of “handicap”.
Career education coordinators at both
the State and local levels must work
closely with special education coordin-
ators at the State and local levels to
make sure that handicapped students
in self-contained classrooms receive
career education. The Individual Edu-
cation Plan required under The Edu-
cation of the Handicapped Act (Pub.
L. 94-142) should include career educa-
tion.

Handicapped students who attend
regular classes should be afforded the
same opportunities in career educa-
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tion, as students who are not handi-
capped.

Projects, particularly those in retire-.
ment communities, should provide
services to, as well as seek assistance
from older persons, whose wealth of
experience is often unfapped by
schools and other community institu-
tions.

Minorities, handicapped persons,
women, older persons, and economical-
ly disadvantaged persons and groups
representing their interests should be
involved in planning, implementing,
and evaluating programs and projects
assisted under this Act.

What is the difference between career
educalion and vocational education?

Congress has explained the differ-
ence as follows:

“Many people confuse career educa-
tion and vocational education, but 2
distinction must be made between the
two. Vocational education is specific
Job skills training, Career education is
a comprehensive instructional strat-
egy, beginning in the early elementary
grades and extending into the adult
years, providing people with awareness
of the world of work, with a broad ori-
entation to various occupations that
exist in society, with guidance and
counseling to aid in career decision-
making, with assistance in methods of
securing Jobs, and with positive atti-
tudes towards work.” (H.Rept. No. 95-
150, March 31, 1977, p. 4.)

Who 1is eligible to receive an cllot-
ment under the State allotment pro-
gram?

‘Any of the {ifty States, the District
of Columbia, the Commonwealth of
Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands,
Guam, American Samoz, the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands, and
the Northern Mariana Islands may re-
ceive an allotment under the State al-
lotment program.

Who 1is eligible lo receive asststance
under the three discrelionary pro-
grams?

Any public or private non-profit
agency or organization, including post-
secondary institutions, may apply for
assistance under the model demonstra-
tion program and the postsecondary
demonstration program.

Public and private agencies and or-
ganizations may apply for assistance
under the career education informa-
tion program.

Will all of the discretionary pro-
grams be conducted by grant?

No. The model demonstration pro-
gram is a grant program. The postsec-
ondary demonstration program and
the career education information pro-
gram may be conducted by grant, con-
tract, or through a combination of
these methods. In addition, the career
education information may be con-
ducted directly.
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Will States be required to write a
proposal to receive an alloiment in
Fiscal Year 1979?

No. Any State or Insular Area that
desires an allotment for Fiscal Year
1979, beginning October 1, 1978, must
file the assurances required under Sec.
6 of the Act. These assurances, taken
almost word-for-word from the Act,
are attached to these regulations as an
Appendix: Although a State only files
these assurances once, they contain

basic information on what the State”

must do to be entitled to Federal
funds for the duration of the program.

There is a possibility that the Edu-
cation Amendments of 1978, H.R. 15,

+may contain slightly different assur-

ances to be filed by a State to cover, in
one document all the “State plan”
programs. If this becomes law, notice
will be given in the FEpERAL REGISTER.

What procedures does a State or In-
sular Area follow to obtain its allot-
ment in Fiscal Years 1980, 1981, 1982,
and 1983?

To receive its allotment for Fxsca.l
Years 1980 and 1981, each State or In-

sular Area must: (1) Submit the State:

plan required under Sec. 7, and (2) be
in compliance with the asSurances
filed for the Fiscal Year 1979 allot-
ment, and with the provisions for the
use of funds in Sec. 8 of the Act.

To receive its allotment for Fiscal
Years 1982 and 1983, each State or In-
sular Area must have satisfactorily
* achieved the objectives specified for
Fiscal Years® 1980 and 1981 as deter-
mined by the report required under
Sec. 14 of the Act. Each State or Insu-
lar Area must also be in compliance
with the requirements-for the State
plan and the use of funds under Secs.
7 and 8 of the Act.

Will there be a form for the State
plan?

No form w111 be prescribed by the
Office of Education for the State plan.
BEach State may plan its career educa-
tion program in a comprehensive docu-
ment filed with the Office of Educa-
tion. The State plan must contain the
information described in Sec. 7 -of the
Act, which requires the State to “set
out explicitly the objectives the State

will seek.to achieve” (Sec. 7(1)), and

describe the methods by which the
funds ...will be .used ...?”
(Sec.7(2)). The State plan must also
_include the procedures the State. will
follow “to assure equal access of all
students (including handicapped per-
sons and members of both sexes) .:. .”

(Sec. 7(3), 20 U.S.C. 2606)

will reports be required under the

State allotment program?

Yes. Each State must submlt an
annual report that contains the infor-
mation required under Sec. 14 of the
Act.

-
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v Is “matching” required under the
State allotment program? _

Yes. The Federal share from the
State’s allotment will be 100 percent
of the cost” of State administration
(Sec. 8(a)X1) of the Act) for Fiscal
Year 1979. The State must pay at least
25 percent of the cost of State admin-
istration for Fiscal Year 1980, and at
least 50 percent for Fiscal Years 1981,
1982, and 1983.

(Sec. 9(c) (1), 20 U.S.C. 2608)

* The Federal share of the costs of
State-leadership and local educational
agency programs (Sec. 8(a) (2), (3) of
the Act) in Fiscal Years 1979 and 1980,
is 100 percent. For Fiscal Year 1981,
the State must pay 25 percent, for
Fiscal Year 1982, at least 50 percent,
and for Fiscal Year 1983, at least 75
percent of these costs.

The non-Federal share of the cost of
State leadership and local implemen-
tation may be derived from State ,
local,  and private sources. It may in-
clude cash contributions, in-kind con-
tributions, volunteer services, materi-
als, and equipment.

(Sec. 9 ()(2), 20 U.S.C. 2608)

Is “maintenance of effort” required
under the State allotment program?

Yes. A State must spend for career
education from its' own resources, an
amount at least equal to the amount
the State spent for career education in
the preceeding fiscal year.

(Sec. 6(3) (A), 20 U.S.C. 2605.

Will the new Act interfere with the
school system?

No. The House Report states “The
Committee wishes to make clear that
in requiring States to intergrate career
education into ‘the regular instruc-
tional program, we in no way-wish to
interfere with the way in which dny
State has organized its school system.
In some States, the State Departments
of Education are strong administering
agents. In other States, almost all de-
cisions are made by local school dis-
tricts.

This bill in no way would interfere
with any State organizational struc-
ture.

(H. Rept. No. 95-150, March 31, 1977, p. 12.)

Is there a formula for State distribu-
tion of funds to LEAs?

No, there is'no formula. States are
prohibited from making a per capita
distribution or distribution based on a
percentage of the LEAs expenditures.
(Sec 7(2), 20 U.S.C. 2608.)

Does the Act restrict the use of funds
by States and Zocal educatzonal agen-
cies?

No. The Act “g1ves a great deal of
flexibility to the States and LEAs re-

garding the use of funds under the

Act.” ~
(H. Rept. No. 95—150, Mareh 31, 1977, p. 13.)

At the local level, there are many
broad activities that can be funded as
long as they are consistent with the
purposes of the Act. The following are
examples of activities that could be
conducted:

Infusing career education ideas in
regular classroom instruction;

Providing student career guldance
and counseling services in cooperation
with individuals and groups from out-
side the school, such as labor, indus.
try, and women’s groups and handi-

- capped persons;

Employing new people for career
education;

Training local people in career edu-
cation; and .

Purchasing instructional materials.

Are any funds available under the
State allotment program for guidance
and counseling?

Yes. At least 15 percent of the
State’s share of funds for local distri-
bution must be used for guidance and
counseling.

Does the model demonstration pros
gram focus on elementary and second-
ary programs?

Yes. Even though the Act does not -
specify the grade level of the persons
to be served by these projects, it is rea-
sonable to assume that this program is
designed to accommodate elementary
and secondary students. There s a
postsecondary demonstration program
with a separate authorization of ap-
propriations. The amount of funds set
aside for the model demonstration
program comes from the allotment
program which is primarily an elemen-
tary and secondary school program.

What is a comprehensive career edu-
cation effort?

The term “comprehensive” when
used to describe career education pro-
jects means that at least elght typed of
people are performing specific func-
tions to support and implement career
education. These people are teaching
faculty, school board members, guid-
ance and counseling personnel, per«
sons from business, labor, industry,
the professions, and government, com-
munity organizations, educational ad-
ministrators, supervisors, parents and
career education coordinators.

In A Primer for Career Educalion,
Dr. Kenneth B. Hoyt describes fifty-

-three roles and functions that the

eight “actors” should perform. The
classroom teacher is Zdoing carecer
education”. in a comprehensive
manner when she or he:

1. Seeks to improve academic
achievement through using a carecer
emphasis as a vehicle to:

a. make the teaching/learning proc-
ess more purposeful;

b. reward students by recognizing
their accomplishments;
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c. use resources of the broader com-
munity to improve student achieve-
ment;

2. Helps students to acquire decision-
making skills by having students actu-
ally engage in" the decisionmaking
process; and

3. Combines “doing to learn” with
“learning to do” in the teaching/learn-
ing process. . ...

School boards contribute to a com-
prehensive effort ‘by establishing
policy endorsing career education as a
vehicle for refocusing the education
system. . ..

Counseling and guidance personnel
contribute to a comprehensive career
education effort by helping teachers
to understand the career development
process as a means of including career
education concepts and content into
the teaching/learning process. . . .

Persons from business, labor, indus-
try, the professions, and government,
may serve as resource person in the
_ classrooms to ‘help teachers and stu-

dents understand the career implica-
tions of subject matter. They may
serve as members of community career
education action councils. . . .

Parents contribute to a comprehen-
sive effort by helping children find
and engage in career awareness and
exploration. They may also help chil-,
dren develop attitudes devoid of bias
with respect to race, sex, or physical
or mental handicaps. . . .

Educational administrators and su-
pervisors can provide the professional

. leadership and administrative support

to foster career education. This in-
cludes providing time for in-service
training of personnel and employing a2
career education coordinator. . ..

Readers may obtain a copy of 4
Primer for Career Education from the
- Superintendent of Documents; U.S.
Government Printing Office, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20402 Stock No. 017-080-
01752-1.

Should programs and projects assist-
ed under this Act be coordinated with
other programs at State and local-
levels?

Yes. Coordination, cooperation, and
collaboration are essential in a com-
prehensive career education effort.
Career education affects all academic
disciplines, all levels of insfruction,
educators as well as non-educators.
The special educator, the 1abor union
representative and nuclear physicist,
all have roles and responsibilities in
implementing career education. Each
must be involved in meaningful ways
for career education to succeed.

Career education activities should be
coordinated with similar activities as
often and as extensively as possible.
The staff of projects assisted under
this Act must take the initiative in fos-
tering coordination, cooperation, and
collaboration.
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Is all necessary informalion in these
regulations?

No. These regulations do not repeat
the Act. For a full understanding of
the program, one must read the Act
(Pub., L. 95-207), these regulations,
and, if a real controversy over inter-
pretation arises, the legislative history
of the Act that s cited at the end of
the Act. The Office of Education does
not plan to issue guides, guidelines, or
forms, except. for the assurance form
(Appendix) and.the application forms
for the Commissioner’s three discre-
tionary programs.

(c) Citation of legal authorily.

As required by Sec. 431(a) of the
General Education Provisions Act (20
U.S.C. 1232(a)), a citation of statutory
or other legal authority for each sec-
tion of the regulation has been placed
in parentheses on the line following
the text of that section.

(d) Invitation to comment,

Interested persons are Invited to
submit written comments, suggestions,
and recommendations to be consldered
prior to the issuance of the {inal rule.
Comments, suggestions, or recommen-
dations may be sent to the address
given at the beginning of these regula-
tions. All comments recefved on or
before the 45th day after publication
of this document will be considered.
All comments submitted In response to

this notice will be available for public

inspection both during and after the
comment period in Room 3108a, Re-
gional Office Building Three, 7th and
D Streets, S.W., Washington, D.C. be-
tween the hours of 8:30 a.m. and 4:00
p.m., Monday through Friday of each
week except on Federal holidays.

Authority: These proposed regula-
tions are issued under the authority of
the Career Education Incentive Act,
Pub. L. 95-207.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
13.554, Career Education Incentive Pro-

gram)
Dated: August 30, 1978.

JOHN ELLIS,
Acting U.S. Commissioner
of Education.

Approved: December 2, 1978.

JosepH A. CALIFANO, JT.,
Secrelary of Health,
Educalion, and Welfare.

PART 161—CAREER EDUCATION STATE
ALLOTMENT PROGRAM

GERERAL

Sec.

161.1 Scope.

161.2 Purposes.

161.3 Definitions,

161.4 Other regulations applicable to the
State allotment program.

161.5-10 [Reserved] -

ALLOTMENTS-ASSURANCES—STATE PLANS

- 161.11 Eligible applicants.
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161.12 Allotments.

16113 Allotments for Fiscal Year 1979.
161.14 Allotments for Fiscal Years 1980-81.
161.15 Allotments for Piscal Years 1982-83.
161.16-20 [Reserved]

Use or Fuxps

161.21 Use of funds.
161.22-30 [Reserved]

Locar EpucaTIONAL AGENCIES
161.31 Applcations and review.

161.32 Use of funds.
161.33-40 [Reserved]

PRIVATE SCHOOLS

161.41 Private school participation.
161.42-50 [Reservedl
AJAINTENANCE OF EFFORT AND COST SHARING

161.51 Maintenance of effort.

161.52 Federal share of expenditures for
employing State personnel.

161.53 Federal share of expenditures for
State leadership and local implementa-
tion.

161.54 Reports.

AvTHORITY: Secs. 2-16, Pub. L. 93-207, 91

Stat. 1464-1474 (20 U.S.C. 2601-2614, 2502),

unless otherwise noted.

GENERAL

§161.1 Scope.

Part 161 contains regulations for the
State allotment program of the Career
Education Incentive Act, Pub. I. 95-
2017.

(Secs. 1-9, 13-16, 26 U.S.C. 2601-2608, 2612~
2614, 2502)

§161.2 Purposes.

(a) Recipients of funds under this
Part shall make career education a
major goal in education by increasing
the emphasis they place on career
awareness, exploration, decisionmak-
ing, and planning. -

(b) Recipients shall conduct activi-
ties in 2 manner that promotes equal
opportunities for students engaging in
the activities and programs assisted
under the Act.

(¢) Recipients shall eliminate prac-
tices that promote bias and stereotyp-
ing based on race, sex, age, economic
status, and handicap.

(See. 3, US.C. 2602)

§161.3 Definitions.

“Act” means the “Career Education
Incentive Act”, Pub. L. 95-207, 20
U.S.C. 2601-2614, 2502.

“Bias” means behavior resulting
from the assumption that one person
or group of persons is superior to an-
other person or group of persons.

“Discrimination” means any action
that limits or denies a person or group
of persons _opportunities, privileges,
roles, or rewards on the basis of race,
sex, age, economic status, religion, or
handicap.

(Sec. 15, 20 U.S.C. 2614)
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“Insular Areas” means the Virgin Is<

lands, Guam, American Samoa, the
Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands,
and the Northern Mariana Islands.

(48 U.S.C. 1469a)

“Plan” means the State plan re-
quired under Sec. 7 of the Act. ,

- “Recipient” means a State or Insular

Area that receives an allotment under

this Part.

“State” means the 50 States of the-

United States, the District of Colum-

bia, and the Commonwealth of Puerto

Rico. .
“Stereotyping” means attributing
behavior, abilities, interests, values,

and roles to a person or group of per-

sons on the basis of sex,.race, dge; eco--

nomic status, and handicap.
In addition, the definitions in Sec. 15
of the Act apply to this Part.

(Sec. 15, 20 U.S.C. 2614)

§161.4 Other regulations applicable to the
State allotment program.

Programs and projects under this
Part are subject to the apphcable pro-
visions of:

(2) 45 CFR Parts 100 and 100b—
“CGeneral Provisions for Office of Edu-
cation Programs”.

These provisions relate to adminis-
trative, fiscal, -property management,
and’other matters;

(20 U.S.C. 2301 et seq.)

(b) 45 CFR Parts 80 and 81.
These provisions relate to non-dis-
crimination on the basis of race under

programs reserving Federal assistance

and contain hearing procedures.
(42 U.S.C. 20004 et seq.; 5 U.S.C. 301)

(c) 45 CFR Part 84 . .
These provisions relate to non-dls-
crimination on the basis of handicap.

(29 U.S.C.794) ~

(d) 45 CFR Part 86
These provisions relate to non-dis-
crimination on the basis of sex;and -

(20 U.S.C. 1681 et seq.) -

(e) 45 CFR Part 46
These provisions relate to the pro-
tection of human subjects. ~

(5 U.S.C. 301; 42 U.S.C. 2891-3(a))
§§ 161.5-10 [Reserved]
ALLOTMENTS-ASSURANCES—STATE PLANS

§161.11" Eligible applicants,

Any State or Insular Area may apply
for an allotment-of funds under this
Part.

(Sec. 5, 20 U.S.C. 2604)

§161.12 Allotments.

(a) The Commissioner determines
each State's allotment of ‘fund,s for

¢
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career education according to the for-
mula in Sec. 5 of the Act.

(b) No State will be allotted less
than $125,000 for a fiscal year.

(Sec. 5(a)(1), 20 U.S.C. 2604)

(¢) The Commissioner may reserve
an amount, in accordance- with Sec. 5
of the Act, for payments to the Insu-
lar Areas. .

(Sec. 5(a)(2)(D), 20 U.S.C. 2604)

§161.13 Allotrhents for Fiscal Year 1979.

(a)y A State applying for an allot-
ment of funds for Fiscal Year 1979
must file an application that contains
the assurances listed in the Appendix
to these regulations.

(Sec. 6, 20 U.S.C. 2605)

(b) An Insular Area applying for an
allotment of funds' for Fiscal Year
1979 must file assurances in the same
manner as a State.

(Implements Sec. 5(a)(2)'(D) 20 U.S.C. 2606)
§161.14 Allotments for Fiscal Years 1980—
81.

(a) A State applymg for an allot-
ment for each of the Fiscal Years 1980
and 1981 must submit a plan to the

- Commissicner by July 1, 1979. In. the

plan the State must:
(1) Provide the information specified
in Sec. 7 of the Act; .
- (2) Describe the methods it plans to

‘use to evaluate the extent to-which it

has:

(i) Achieved its objectives for State
leadership and local nnplementatlon
of career education;

(ii) Eliminated discrimination, bias,
and stereotyping in career education
activities; and

(3) Describe the methods it plans to
use to evaluate the overall effective-
ness of the State program and of pro-
jects assisted under the State’s allot-
ment program.

(b) ‘An Insular Area applying for an’
allotment for each of the Fiscal Years
1980 and 1981 must file a plan in the
same>manner as a State. The plan
must contain the information required
in § 161.14¢a). -

(Implements Sec. 7, 20 U.S.C. 2606)

(c) The Commissioner pays each
State or Insular Area its allotment of
funds for each-of these fiscal years,

provided the State or Insular Area has ~

filed the. assurances in accordance
with § 161.13 and is in compliance with

Secs. 6, 7, and 8 of the Act for Fiscal ..

Years 1980 and 1981 respectively.

(Sée. 9(a)(1), 20 U.S.C. 2608)

§161.15 Allotments for -
1982—83.

(a) The Commlssxoner pays the
State or Insular Area its allotment of
funds for each Fiscal Year 1982 and

Fiscal Yea‘rs

1983 respectively, provided the State
or Insular Area is in compliance with
Secs. 7 and 8 of the Act, for Fiscal
Years 1980 and 1981 respectively.

(b) The Commissioner reduces the
recipient’s allotment in proportion to
the extent the Commissioner deter-
mines the recipient has failed to meet
the objectives in its plan.

(Implements Sees. 7, 8(a)2), 20 U.S.C. 2606,
2608)

§§ 161.16-20 [Reserved]
- UsE oF FUNDS
§161.21 Use of funds.

(a) No State may reserve more than
10 percent of its funds received under
this Part for providing State leader-
ship activities listed in Sec. 8(a)(2) of
the Act, either directly or through ar-
rangements with public agencles and
private organizations (including insti-
tutions of higher education).

4
(Secs. 8(a)(2), 9(b)(1), 20-U.S.C. 2607, 2608)

(b) No State may reserve more than
10 percent of its funds received under
this Part for Fiscal Year 1979 and 5
percent of its funds in Fiscal Years
1980, 1981, 1982, and 1983 for:

(1) Employing additional State edu-
cational agency personnel as required
for administration and coordination of
programs assisted under the Act; and

(2) Reviewing and revising the State
plan.

(Secs. 8(a)(1) and (4), 9(b)(2), 20 U.S.C. 26017,
2608)

(c) The remainder of these funds
(the funds not reserved as described in
paragraphs (a) and (b) above) must be
distributed by the State to local educa-
tional agencies for comprehensive
career education programs described
in Sec. 8(a)(3) of the Act.

(Sec. 9(b), 20 U.S.C. 2608)

- (d) At least 15 percent of the funds
distributed to local educational agen-
cies 'as described in paragraph (c)
above, must be used for programs to
develop and implement comprehensive
career guidance, counseling, place-
ment, and follow-up services using
counselors, teachers, parents, and
community resource personnel. For
example, the State’s allotment Is

-$1,000,000 and the total amount dis-

tributed to the local educational agen-
cies in the State is $850,000. At least
15 percent of this amount, or $127,500
must be used for these purposes. Each
local educational agency does not have
to use 15 percent of the funds it re-
ceives for these purposes. Some¢ may
use more. Some may use less, but the
average amount spent by all the local
educational agencies for these pur-
poses must be at least 15 percent of
the total local educational agencies’
distribution, or $127,500.

(Secs. 6(1'0), 9(b), 20 U.S.C. 2605, 2608)

.
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§§ 161-22-30 [Reserved]
LQCAL EDUCATIONAL AGENCIES

§161.31 Applications and review.

(2) To obtain funds for comprehen-
sive career education programs, a local
educational agency must apply to its
State educational agency.

(Sec. 8(aX(3), (b), 20 U.S.C. 2607)

(b) Each State educational agency
shall review applications and may
make payments to local educational
agencies, on an equitable basis to the
extent practicable, on the basis of cri-
teria established by the State educa-
tional agency and criteria in Sec. 8(b)
of the Act.

(Sec. 8(b), 20 U.S.C. 2607)

§161.32 Use of funds.

- Local educational agencies may use
funds for any of the purposes specified
in Sec. 8(a)(3) of the Act.

(Sec. 8(a)(3), 20 U.S.C. 260T)

§§161.33-40 [Reserved]

PRIVATE SCHOOLS

§161.41 Private school participation.

(a) Unless a State is prohibited by
law -from providing services to. stu-
dents and teachers in private non-
profit schools, the State must make
provisions for the effective participa-
tion on an equitable basis of these stu-
dents and teachers in programs assist-
ed under this Part. The participation
of students from private non-profit
schools shall be consistent with the
number of children enrolled in these
schools in the State'and in the school
_ district or districts of a “local educa-
tional agency.

(Secs. 8(e)(1), 9(d)(1), 20 U.S.C. 2607, 2608)

(b) In States that are prohibited by
law from providing for participation of
students in private non-profit schools
in programs under this Part, the Com-
missioner shall arrange for provision
of services to these students in accord-
ance with Sec. 9(d) of the Act.

(Secs. 8(c)(1), 9(dX1), 20 U.S.C. 2607, 2608)

(c) Private-school officials must be
consulted on the participation of pri-

_vate school students and teachers.

(Sec. 8(e)(1), 20 U.S.C. 2607)

(d) A public- agency in the State
shall control the funds provided under

- this Part and maintain title to the ma-

terials and equipment acquired with
these funds. A public agency.shall ad-
minister the use of these funds, mate-
rials, and equipment.

(Sec. 8(c)(2)(A), 20 U.S.C. 260T)
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(e) Services to private non-profit
schools shall be provided by employees
of a public agency or through a con-
tract between the public agency and a
person, association, private agency, or
corporation, each of which must be in-
dependent of any private school or of
any religious organization. The em-
ployment or contract must be under
the control or supervision of a public
agency.

(f) Funds provided under this Part.

to accommodate students and teachers
in private schools shall not be com-
mingled with State or local funds.

(g) No private school shall benefit
from funds provided under this Part.

(h) No private school shall use funds
provided under this Part to finance ex-
iting levels of instruct:ign.

(Sec. 8(c)(2XB), US.C. 2607)
§§161.42-50 [Reserved).

MAINTENRANCE OF EFFORT AnD CosT
SHARING

§161.51 Maintenance of effort.

A Stdte shall expend from its own
sources an amount that is equal to or
greater than the amount the State ex-

pended for career education in the im- -

mediately preceeding fiscal year.
(Sec. 6(3)(A), 20 U.S.C. 2605)

§161.52 Federal share of expenditures for
cmploying State personnel.

The Federal share of the cost of em-
ploying State personnel under Seec.
8(a)(1) of the Act (subject to the limi-
tation in § 161.21) shall not exceed: -

(a) 100 percent in Fiscal Year 1979;

(b) 75 percent in Fiscal Year 1980;
and

(c) 50 percent in Fiscal Years 1981,
1982, and 1983.

(Sec. 9)e)(1), 20 U.S.C. 2608)

§ 161,53 Federal share of expenditures for
State leadership and local implememta-
tion.

The Federal share of the cost of pro-
viding State leadership for career edu-
cation and making payments for local
implementation (subject to the limita-
tion in § 161.21) shall not exceed:

(a) 100 percent in Fiscal Years 1979
and 1980;

(b) ‘75 percent in Fiscal Year 1981;

(c) 50 percent in Fiscal Year 1982;
and

(d) 25 percent in Fiscal Year 1983.

(Sec. 9(e)(2), 20 U.S.C. 2608)

§161.5¢ Reports.

Each recipient under this Part shall
submit to the Commissioner, on or
before December 31, of each year
(except the first year of operation

.
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under this program), a report that
contains:

(1) An analysis of the extent to
which each objective in the State plan
has been achieved;

(2) A description of the extent to
which State and local educational
agencies are using State and local re-
sources to achieve these objectives and
a description of the extent to which
funds received under this Act have
been used to achieve these objectives;
and

(3) A description of the programs
funded within the State, including an
analysis of the reasons for their suc-
cesses and/or failures.

(Sec. 14, 20 U.S.C. 2613)

PART 161a—CAREER EDUCATION
DISCRETIONARY PROGRAMS

GENERAL

Sec.

161a.1 Scope.

161a.2 Definitions.

1612.3 Other regulations applicable to the.
carecer education discretionary pro-

grams.
161a.4-10 [Reserved)]
MopeL PROGRANM

161a.11 Purpose.

161a.12 Eligible applicants.

161a.13 Criteria for review of applications.
1612.14-20 [Reserved]

POSTSECONDARY CAREER EDUCATION
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM
161a.21 Purpose.
161a.22 Eligible applicants.
161a.23 Criteria for review of appllmatmns.
1612.24-30 [Reserved]

Career EpucaTION INFORMATION PROGRAM

161231 Purpose.

161a.32 Eligible applicants.
1612.33 Application information.
161a.34-40 [Reserved]

MODEL AND POSTSECONDARY APPLICATION
REQUIREMENTS AND REVIEW CRITERIA

161a.41 Application requirements and ap-
plication review criteria.

161242 Project duration.
Appendix A—Assurances
Appendix B—Cancer Education Incentive
Act

AuTHORITY: Secs. 2-16, Pub. L. 95-207, 91
Stat. 1464-1474 (20 U.S.C. 2601-2614, 250:»)
unless otherwise noted.

GENERAL

§161a.1 Scope.

Part 161a contains regulations for
the discretionary model career educa-
tion program, postsecondary career
education demonstration program, and
career education information program
of the Career Education Incentive Act,
Pub. 1. 95-207.

(Secs. 10-12, 20 U.S.C. 2609-2611)
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§161a2 Definitions. -

“Act” means the “Career Education
Incentive Act”, Pub. L. 95-207, 20
U.S.C. 2601-2614, 2502,

“Bias” means behavior result:mg
from the assumption that one person
or group of persons is superior to an-
other person or group of persons..

“Discrimination” means any action
that limits or denies a person or group
of persons opportunities, privileges,
roles, or rewards on the basis of race,
sex, age, economic status,” religion or
handicap.

“Exemplary career education pro-
gram” means a career education pro-
gram that has achieved the standard

of performance prescribed by the.

Joint Dissemination Review Panel of
the Education Division of the Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Wel~
fare.

“Stereotyping’” means - attributing
behavior, abilities, interests, values
and roles to a person-or group of per-
sons on the basis of sex, race, age, eco-
nomic status or handicap.

In addition, the definitions in.Sec. 15
of the Act apply to this Part.

(Sec. 15, 20 U.S.C. 2614)
§161a.3 Other regulations applicable to

the career education discretionary pro-
grams. ’

(a) Programs. or prOJects under this -
Part are subject to the applicable pro--

visions in:
(1) 45 CFR Parts 100 and 100a—
“General Provisions for Office of Edu-
. cation Programs".
These provisions relate to fiscal, ad-
ministrative, property management
and other matters.

(20 U.S.C. 2301 et seq.)

(2) 45 CFR Parts 80 and 81.

These -provisions relate to non-dis-
crimination.on the. basis of race under
programs receiving Federal assistance
and contain hearing procedures.

(42 U.S.C. 2000d et seg.; 5 U.S.C. 301) .
~ (3) 45 CFR Part 84. :
These provisions relate to non-dis-
crimination on the basis of handicap..
(29 U.S.C. 794) ’
(4) 45 CFR Part 86. -

These provisions relate to. non-dis-
crimination on the basis of sex; and .

(20 U.8.C. 1681 et seq.)

(5) 45 CFR Part 46,
These provisions relate to the pro-
tection of human subjects. .

(5 U.S.C. 301; 42 U.S.C, 2891-3(a))

(b) If the Commissoner arranges for
the conduct of postsecondary career
education demonstration projects
under Sec. 11 of the Act or carries out
the career education information pro-
gram under Sec. 12 of the Act by con-
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tract, these contracts are subject to
the applicable provisions of the Feder-
al Procurement Regulations, 41 CFR

» Chapters 1 and 3, If the-Commissioner

proceeds by grant, the applicable pro-
visions. of 45- CFR Parts 100 and 100a
apply.

(c¢) Contracts are not authonzed for
the model career education program
under Sec.. 10 of the Act.

(Secs. 10-12, 20 USC 2609-2611 2301 et
seq.y

§§161a.4-10 [Reserved]
MobEL PROGRAM

:

§ 161a.11 Purposes.

The Commissioner may award
grants to eligible applicants to support
projects at elementary and secondary
levels that demonstrate effectlve tech-
niques of:

(a) Eliminating or counteractlng dis-
crimination, bias, and stereotyping
based on race, sex, age, economic
status, and handicap in career aware-
ness, exploration, decmxonmakmg, and
planning;

(b) Promoting and susta.mmg diverse
community and: parent collaboration
in the deliver of career awareness, ex-
ploration, decisionmaking, and plan-
ning; or _

- (e) Accdmmodating handicapped stu-

dents in regular classrooms to enable
them to effectively engage in career
awareness, exploration,
ing, and planning.

(Sec 10(a), 20 U.S.C. 2609)

§161a.12 Eligible applicants.

Aa) Those eligible to apply for grants
for model career education projects
are:

(1) State educational agencies; ’

(2) Local educational agencies,

(3) Institutions of ‘postsecondary
education; and

(4) Other non-profit agencies and or-
ganizations.

-(b) New applicants as well as those
that have conducted projects of
proven effectiveness may apply under
this program.

(Sec. 10(a), 20 U.S.C. 2609)
§161a.13 Criteria for review of applica-
tions,
The Commissioner uses the criteria

.in §161a.41 to review applications for

model project grants.
(Implements Sec. 10(a), 20 U.S.C. 2609)
§5 161a.14-20 [Reserved]

POSTSECONDARY CAREER EDUCATION
DEMONSTRATION PROGRAM
§161a.21 Purposes.

(a) The Commissioner may conduct.
a.postsecondary career education pro-

decisionmak- -

gram- that supports demonstration
projects that:

(1) Promote career education In
postsecondary education programs;

(2) Promote postsecondary career
guidance and counseling programs de-
signed to overcome bias and discrimi-
nation based on race, sex, age, €co-
nomic status, or handicap;

(3) Strength career guidance, c¢oun-
seling, placement, and followup serv-
ices.

(b) Each project assisted under Sec.
11 of the Act must be:

(1) Of national significance;

(2) Of special value to.others;-and .

(3) Free of discrimination, bias, and
sterotyping based on race, sex, age,
economic status, and handicap.

(¢) The Commissioner may make
awards for postsecondary career edu-
cation demonstration projects that
show promise of fostering communica-
tion and collaboration with similar
projects assisted under this Part.

(Sec. 11(a)(1)-(3), 20 U.S.C. 2610) '

§ 161a.22 Eligilbe applicants,

Those eligible to apply for awards
are:

(a) Institutions of higher education;

(b) Public agencies; and

(¢) Non-profit private organizations.

(Sec. 11(a), 20 U.S.C. 2610)

§161a.23 Criteria for review of applica.
tions.

(a2) The Commissioner uses the crite-
ria in §161a.41 to review applications
for grants.

(Implements Sec. 11, 20 U.S.C. 2610)

(b) The Commissioner does not ap-
prove an application unless:

(1) The applicant addresses at least
one of the purposes specified in
§ 161a.21; and

(2) The applicant includes adequate
provisions for evaluating overall proj-
ect effectiveness and the extent to
which each objective is achieved.

(Sec. 11(b), 20 U.S.C. 2610)

§§161a.24-30 [Reserved]

CAREER EDUCATION INFORMATON
PROGRAM

§ 161a.31 Purpose.

- The Commissioner provides to pro-
jects assisted under this Act and to the
general public information about:

(a) Federal programs which gather,
analyze, and disseminate occupational
and career information; and

(b) Exemplary career education pro-
grams, including programs assisted
under this Act.

(Sec. 12, 20 U.S.C. 2611)
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§161a.32 Eligible applicants.

Public and private agencies and or-
ganizations are eligible to apply for
contract awards to carry out the
career education information program.

(Sec. 12, 20 U.S.C. 2611)

§161a.33" Application information.

Apnplicants must apply in accordance
with the application contents and ap-
plication review criteria to be pub-
lished each fiscal year in the Com-
merce Business Daily.

(Tmplements Sec. 12, 20 U.S.C. 2611)
§§1612.34-40 [Reserved] )

MODEL AND POSTSECONDARY APPLICA-
TION REQUIREMENTS AND REVIEW CRI-
TERIA

§161ad41l Application requirements and
applicatiop review criteria.

(2) No application for a grant under
this Part shall be reviewed, unless it
contains an abstract that:

(1) Specifies whether the application
is for a model demonstration project
_ or a postsecondary career education
demonstration project;

(2) Specifies the purpose(s). from
§§ 161a.11 or 161a.21 for which the ap-
plication is submitted; and

(3) Describes the proposed project.

(b) The Commissioner uses the crite-
ria included below in reviewing appli-
cations for grants under Secs. 10 and
11 of the Act. These criteria replace
the general-criteria in 45 CFR 100a.26,
Review of Applications in the General
Education Provisions Regulations.
Each criterion is weighted and in-
cludes a maximum score. The total
maximun score for these criteria is 100
points. The score is parentheses after
each criterion is the maximum score
the Commlssmner awards for that cri-
terion.

(1) Need.

The applicant clearly describes and

documents the need for the project in -

terms of the population to be served,
the setting, and its usefulness to
others. (5 points)

The applicant addresses the need to
eliminate discrimination, bias, and
sterotyping in career education activi-
ties. (6 points)

(2) Rationale. The apphcant reviews
and describes career education proc-
esses, techniques, and material devel-
oped in previous career education pro-
Jjects conducted by the applicant and/
or by others. The applicant explains
how relevant aspects of this previous
work is to be utilized in implementing
the proposed project. (5 points)

(3) Objectives. The applicant pre-
sents objectives that are:

Clearly stated;

Revelant to project purposes; _

Relevant to project needs;

-

PROPOSED RULES

Significant to others;

Attainable; and

Measurable in terms of both the
process and the outcome. (10 points)

(4) The applicant’s objectives ade-
quately address the elimination of dis-
crimination, bilas, stereotyping, and
discrimination based on race, sex, age,
economic status, and handicap. (5
points)

(5) Operalional plan—The applicant
presents a plan that includes:

Specific procedures by which each
objective will be accompllshed &
points)

Time required for each major activi-
ty, with the period of the project it
covers clearly charted; (5 points)

Specific measures for achieving ef-
fective collaboration between the
world of work and the world of educa-
tion; and (5 points)

The applicant’s plan contains specif-
ic and effective procedures for achiev-
ing collaboration with organizations
representing, respectively, minorities,
women, older persons, handicapped
persons, and low-income persons. (5
points)

(6) Personnel.

The personnel designated to carry
out the project (including the project
director, the staff consultants, and, if
applicable, persons serving in an advi-
sory capacity) are adequately quali-
fied. (6 points)

The personnel designated to carry
out the project reflects an appropriate
representation of women, minorities,
older persons, and handicapped per-
sons. (4 points)

(1) Evalualion plan.

- The applicant makes the provision
for evaluation of the effectiveness of
the project and for determining the
extent to which each objective is ac-
complished. These provisions are ade-
quate and include:

Criteria of success for evaluating
each objective;

Evaluation design for each objective;

Data collection instruments or other
techniques to be used for each objec-
tive;

Data analysis to be conducted for
each objective;

Dates when data on the various ob-
Jectives will be available; and -

Evaluation resources of personnel
and budget that will be used. (20
points) -

(8) Exemplary nature of project.

The applicant's plan provides for a
comprehensive career education proj-
ect that, if successfully attained, holds
high promise of serving as a useful
model for others, and whose activities
would be useful in other career educa-
tion projects or programs for similar
educational purposes. (9 points)

The plan contains suificlent provi-
sions for coordination with similar
projects and programs. (3 points)

N
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The plan contains adequate provi-
slons for disseminating information
about the project during the funding
period and at the end of the project. (3
points)

(9) Budget and project size—The ap-
plicant presents a budget that relates
to project objectives, and that is rea-
sonable in relation to anticipated re-
sults. The size, scope, and duration of
the project are sufficient to secure
productive results. (5 points) '

(Implements Secs. 10(a), 11(z), 20 U.S.C.
2609, 2610)

§1612.42 Project duration.

(a) Projects will be funded normally
{for one year.
(b) Projects that desire funding for
more than one year must submit a
*new application each fiscal year.

(20 U.S.C. 1221e-3(aX1), 2602)

APFPENDIX A—ASSURANCES

The State or Insular Area assures the
Commissioner that it will conduct the State
allotment program in Part 161 in accord-
ance with the following provisions. Those
provisions preceded by an asterik do no
apply to the Insular Areas.

1, The State has notified the legislature
and the Chief Executive that it is applying
for an allotment of funds under Part 161.

(Sec. 6(2), 20 U.S.C. 2605.)

2. The State educational agency will plan
for the use of funds and will administer the
;:xpendlture of funds received under Part

6

(Sec. 6(1). 20 U.S.C. 2605.)

3. The State will make every possible
effort to integrate career education into the
regular educational programs offered in ele-
mentary and secondary schools.

(Sec. 6(4), 20 U.S.C. 2605.)

4. The State educational agency will re-
quire that career education programs assist-
ed under the State allotment program be
administered by State and local educational
agencles in a way that affects all elemen-
tary and secondary school instructional pro-
grams, and not solely as a part of the voca-
tional education program.

(Sec. 6¢(5), 20 U.S.C. 2605.)

5. The State educational agency will desig-
nate a person with prior experience in
career education to coordinate the programs
assisted under the State allotment program.

(Sec. 6(5), 20 U.S.C. 2605.)
Slate leadership aclivilies.

6. The State will reserve not more than
ten percent of its allotment for Fiscal Years
1979, 1980, 1981, 1982, and 1983 for the fol-
lowing State leadership activities:

Conducting in-service institutes for educa-
tional personnel;
¢ Training local career education coordina-

ors;

Collecting, evaluating, and disseminating
career education materials with special em-
phasis on overcoming sex bias:

Conducting Statewide needs assessment
and evaluation studies;
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Conducting Statewide career education
leadership conferences;

Engaging in collaborative relationships
with other agencies of State government
and with public agencies and private organi-

zations representing business, labor, indus- -

try, and the professions and organizations
representing handicapped persons, minority
groups, women, low-income persons and
older persons; and

Assisting institutions of higher education
to adapt teacher-training curricula. to the
concept of career education.

(Sec. 6(11), 20 U.S.C: 2605.)-

7. The State will reserve not more than
ten percent of its allotment for Fiscal Year
1979 and not more than five percent of its
allotment for Fiscal Yéars 1980, 1981, 1982,
and 1983 for:

Employing additional personnel to admin-
ister and to coordinate programs descriged
in Part 161; and )

Reviewing and revising the State plan.

*8. The State educational agency will
employ the staff necessdry to administer
the State allotment program and the pro-
grams assisted under it, including but not
limited to!

A person or persons experienced in deal-.

ing with problems of discrimination in the
labor market, and stereotyping in career
education, including bias, and stereotyping
based on race, sex, age, gconomxc status, and.
handicap;

A professional tramed in guldance and
counseling who shall work jointly in the
office of the principal staff person responsi-
ble for the administration of this program
and in-the office of the person responsible
for guidance and counseling for the State, 1f
the latter office exists.

This paragraph does not apply if the‘

State receives only the minimum allotment
of funds for the fiscal year.

(Secs. 5(c), 6(6), 26‘v.s.c_L 2604, 2605.)
Review and rgvision of State plans.

9. The State educational agency will con-
tinuously review and revise the plan ‘submit-
ted under Part 161.

10. The State educational” agency will
report to the Commissioner any amend-
ments to the plan.

(Sec. 6(7), 20 U.S.C. 2605.)
Maintenance of Effort dnd Cost Sharing.

*11, The State wili expend, from its.own

sources, an amount equal to or greater than
the amount it expended for career educa-
tion the immediately preceding fiscal year.
*12, The State will pay from non-Federal
sources the non-Federal share- of the costs
of carrying out the plan for fiscal years
1980, 1981, 1982, and 1983. -

PROPOSED. RUI.ES

QSec. 6(3), 20 U.S.C: 2605.) )
" State payments to local educational agen-
*13. If the State determines that the juris-

diction in which a local educational agency .

is located is making a reasonable tax effort,
the State will not deny funds to the- local
educational agency solely because the
agency is unable to pay the non-federal
share of cost of programs assisted under
Part 161, _ . .

*14. The State will not make payments to
local educational agencies based. on per
capita enrollment or through matching of
local expenditures on a uniform percentage

- basis.

(Sec. 6(9), 200T.S.C. 2605.)

*15. The State will make payments to.
local educational agencies, on an equitable
basis to the extent practicable, on the basis
of criteria established by the State educa-
tional agency and will consider the special
needs of local educational agencies that
serve areas with:

. High incidence and prevalence of youth
and adult unemployment; -

Sparse population; or

Relatively few stidents..

(Secs. 6(11), 8(b), 20 U.S.C. 2605, 2607.).
Local implementation activities.

16. The State will use at least 15 percent
of funds reserved for payments to local edu-
cational agencies under Sec. 9(b) of the Act
to enable local agencies to.develop and-im-

,plement comprehensive career ‘guidance
programs: These programs include career
counseling, information placement, and
follow-up services using counselors, teach-
ers, parents,- and' community resource per-
sons.

. 17. The State will distribute the remain-
der of its allotment of funds (that is not re-

served under Sec. 9(b) of the Act or as de--

scribed in Assurance 16 above) to local edu-
-cational agencies to enable themr to conduct
comprehensive programs, including:

Incorporating career education concepts
_and approaches into the mstx:uctlona.l pro-
-gram;

-Developing and implementing comprehen-
sive career guidance counseling, placement,

"and follow-up services. using counselors,
. teachers, parents, and_community resource

personnel;

Developing and. mplementmg collabora-
tive relationships with organizations repre-
senting handicapped persons, minority
groups, women, older persons, low-income
persons, and-other members of the commu-
nity, and using persons from these'groups as
resource persons in schools and for student
field trips into the community;

Providing students whose primary, pur-
pose is career exploration: with non-discrimi-
natory and non-stereotyped work experi-

ences that relate to existing: or potential
career opportunities and with work experi-
ences that do'not cause students to displace
other workers; ,

Employing. career education coordinators
in local educational agencies or in combina.
tions of thes agencies (but not at the indls
vidual school building level);

Training local career education coordings
tors;

Providing in-service education for teach.
ers, counselors, and school administrators to

- enable them to understand career educas

tion, the changing work patterns of men
and women, ways of overcoming sex sterco-
typing in career education, ways of helping
men and women broaden their career hori-
zons, and to develop competenciés in the
field of career education;

Conducting institutes for members of
boards of local educational agencles, com-
munity leaders, and parents about the
nature and goals of career education;

Purchasing instructfonal materials and
supplies for career education activities;

Establishing and operating community
career education cauncils with appropriate
representation of women, minorities, older
persons, low-income persons, and handl-
capped persons;

Establishing and operating carcer edtcq.
tion resource centers to serve both studonts
and the general public;

Adopting, reviewing, and revising local
plans for coordinating the implementation
of the comprehensive program; and

Conducting needs assessments and evalua.
tions.

(Secs. 6(85; (11), 8(aX3), 9(b); 20 U.S.C. 2605,
2607,.2608.)

Services to students and teachers in pri.
vate non-profit schools.

18, The State will consult with officialg of
private non-profit elementary and second«
ary schools. It will make provision for thé
effective participation, onr an equitable
basis, of students and teachers in programs
and services assisted under Part 161.

19. A public agency will control the funds
provided under Part 161 and maintain title
to and administer the use of the materials
and equipment. acquired with these funds,

20. A public agency will provide these
services to private non-profit schools direct«
ly using agency employees, or throtigh a
contract.

21, The public agency will not award a
contract for the provisions of these services
to a person, assoclation, private agency, or
corporation that is not independent of any
private school or religious organization,

22. The State will not commingle with:
State or local funds those funds recelved
under Part 161 to accommodate students
and teachers in private, non-profit gchoold.

(Secs. 6(11), 8(c), 20.U.S.C. 2605, 2607.)
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